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ANNOUNCER: From CBS News, Washington -- live coverage 
of the Watergate hearings conducted by the Senate Select Committee 
on Presidential Campaign Activities. 


To ensure live nationwide coverage of the hearings, the 
three national networks are experimenting with a rotation systeni 
under which CBS has responsibility for today's broadcast. ABC 
will broadcast the day's complete hearings Monday. 


Now here are CBS News correspondents Nelson Benton anc 
George Herman. 


GEORGE HERMAN: Good morning from Washington. You're 
looking at the Senate committee hearing room on our screen. So 
far the senators are not in. 


The first witness today is supposed to be Richard fcGerranh 
Helms. He was the director of the CIA from 1966 to 1973. He's 
currently the ambassador to Iran. And that's one of the reasons 
that he wanted to be on -ratner rapidly: he's ~- he came to washington 
with the Shah of Iran for his visit, but ne‘'s due back in Iran 
to fulfill his duties there as anba- [Because of network technical 
difficulty at this point only static was broadcast for a minute 
OY ENO des 


NELSON BENTO: .deputy director of the CIA will follow 
Helms. It's expected that ap, Helms' testimony may not take al. 
of today. 


CBS Hews ' coverage of the Watergate hearings live fro: 
Washington will continue in a monent. 


* * * 
BEHTON: Richard Helms has arrived in the Senate Caucrs 
Room now. The full committee has not yet arrived. And vaniel 


Schorr nas, though. 
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an? 


DANTEL SCHORR: Yes, Nelson. I think we can outline 
now the three areas of interest that this committee has in Richard 
Helms. And they deal with developments in 1970, 1971, and 1972. 


In 1970, as has been brought out before this comnittee, 
there was that famous plan of Tom Charles Huston to set up that 
plan for surveillance ana intelligence, the pian tnat was stoutly 
opposed by the then Director of the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover. But 
according to Huston the only one who was cooperating was Mr. Helms 
of the CIA. If that was true, he was alone in the intelligence 
community, apparently, in being willing to go along with that plan. 
If untrue, he'll have the chance to deny it today. But even though 
that plan didn't go through, they did set up an intelligence evalua- 
tion committee in which the CIA did cooperate. And Senator Ervin, 
for one, and Senator ‘eicker, for two, believe very strongly tnat 
the CIA's cooperation in that committee in itself violated the 
law which bars the CIA from engaging in any domestic intelligence 
in any form. 


Then there comes 1971, when it has been alleged, and 
so far without very great contradiction, that Mr. Ilelms was the 
one who provided for cooperating on the so-called “psychological 
profile’ of Daniel Ellsberg and may nave been the one to authorize 
helping Howard Hunt in getting the equipment he needed that was 
used in the Ellsberq treak-in. And he's going to be asked about 
that. 


ind then finally and climactically in 1972 the question 
of to what extent the CIA was used in an attempt to cover up the 
whole ilatergate burglary, to what extent legitimately and to what 
extent not. And that's a very Tong and tangled story tnat has 
been outiined before other committees and will be again brought 
fully here. Tne main issue was that it was clear that on June 
Zend, less than a wee: after the break-in, Helms was calied to 
tne White llouse along with his deputy, tnat tnere were talks about 
nossible CIA involvement, were they responsible for the peopie 
or could they have becn responsible for Watergate itself. It eventually 
emerged after several days that the CIA disowned and disclaimed 
any responsibility, aiso disclaimed the idea that any otner covert 
operations of the CIA tight inadvertently be surfaced as a result 
of an FRI inquiry. But there is an enormous tangles about that 
week when there were contacts between lielms and the White House 
and between General Walters, his deputy, and General Cushman, his 
deputy at tne tine, ail of waich will play a very important part 
in today's sessions. 


DENTON: Ban. I suppose it's likely that the committee 


will indeed qo into the full cnronoloqical rarge with Helms, since 
ne'd Tike to aet hack to his post in Iran, rather than dealing 
just with the Watercare as -- despite the committee's desire to 


get away as soon aS pussible. 
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SCHORR: Yes, he -- I'm sure he would like to get away. 
And I'm sure he would not like to be here. This is a matter of 
intense embarrassment to him. 


And while I'm at it, let me mention one thing in which 
he played apparently a part that will be greeted by the committee. 
In 1970, when the White House was very anxious to show -- in 1973 
the Communist -- that the White House was very anxious to show, 
as it was brought out yesterday in testimony, that there mignt 
be Communist money coming in in support of denonstrations and campus 
violence, the CIA made a study and provided a study to the Waite 
House which said there was really no proof of any such thing and 
that it was a terribly wild idea. That report by Helms and tne 
CIA was not greeted very anthusiastically by those in the White 
House who wanted some establishment -- to establish some connection 
between Communists, Cuba, Algeria and what was going on in this 
country. And it has long been said that it was his failure to 
respond to what the White House wanted that resulted in his being 
eased out as Director of the CIA and sent off to Iran. 


HERMAN: One of the problems, I suspect, both Helson 
and Dan, that the Senate is going to face this morning is that 
some of the testimony that Nr. Helms gave, which directly contradicts 
some of Hr. Huston's memos and some of the other statements, was 
given in executive session. It is in effect secret testimony, 
although actually, if the truth be known, it is known to everybody 
on the Hill, it has been -- it has been printed in newspapers, 
it has been said on the air; but it is, in theory at least, secret 
testimony. For example, Senator Clifford Case asked Mr. Helms 
last February, I think it was, February 7th, about this whole matter, 
and Helms told Senator Case that he doesn't recall whether the 
CIA was ever asked to be involved in looking into domestic subversion 


and the -- the peace movement and so forth. "But," he says, "we 
were not involved, because it seemed to me it would violate our 
charter.” Well, now, all of that was given in secret testiniony. 
Also, shortly after that ir. Helms left and went back -- after -- 


at least after the Huston memos came out, Mr. Helms Teft to go 
back to Iran, and this is the first time the senators have had 

a look at him. So they're going to nave to balance their curiosity 
-against what is at least theoretically secret testimony. 


And we'll have to hold off our curiosity for a few moments. 
CBS News coverage of the Watergate nearing live from Washington 
wil} resume in a few iwoments. 


* * * 
HERMAN: Senator Lrvin is on his way in, as you can Sve, 
I'll just remind you that the witness is Richard Helms, former 


Director of the CIA, now the anbassador to Iran, and that he is 
supposedly -- oriqinally was scneduled to be on the witness stand 
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for approximately half a day, like the other CIA men involved here, 
Nelson, but so far the record of having any witness on for only 
half a day has not been too good. 


Senator Ervin has taken his place. 


BENTON: Senator Ervin and vice chairman Baker arrived 
after. I wonder if they had any -- well, we're find out: there's 
the gavel. 


SENATOR SAH ERVIN: The committee will come to order. 

I am constrained to make some remarks concerning a member of this 
committee, Senator Danny Inouye of Hawaii. Senator Inouye is a -- 
an American, native-born American, of Japanese ancestry. I don't 
know a finer American. He showed his devotion to our country by 
fighting under its flag not oniy for the liberty of our country 
but for the liberty of the free world in the Second World War. 

He suffered severe wounds which necessitated the amputation of 
his right arm. He was decorated with the Distinguished Service 
Cross for extraordinary heroism in action with an armed enemy of 
the United States. And I -- and he's proved himself in the Sen- -- 
in latter days as one of the most dedicated Americans this country 
has ever known. And I feel that events of yesterday make it appropriate 
for me to make these remarks concerning a member of this comnittee 
who's proved hisself one of the most gallant of all Americans in 


— this history of this Republic. 


SENATOR HGWARD BAKER: Mr. Chairman. 
SENATOR ERVITii: Senator Baker. 


SENATOR EAKER: fr. Chairman, may I say that I've known 
Lanny Inouye since I've been in the Senate. And there's no man 
I think is more loyal and cedicated to his country. I don't know 
of anyone on this committee who's made a qreater contribution to 
its efforts than Senator Jrcuye. I nave a great affection for 
him, aS well as @ great adniration for him. We are in a tension- 
filled atmosphere, and it's unfortunate that things of this sort 
occur. I think a mark of Senator Inouye's greatness is that I 
ém sure it will not atfect his further consideration of the matters 
that are brought to our attention. I am sorry that the events 
of tne last several days héve occurred. I hope and think that 
it wiil not affect the objectivity and the efficiency and the effectiveness 
of this committee. And I commend you, Mr. Chairman, for bringing 
that matter to the attention of the official record. And I believe 
now it's behind us and we can get on with the business at hand. 


Thank you, sir. i 
HERMAY: They're talking about a reference to a remark 


by Jofn kilson yvestercay, the Tawyer, to Senator Inouye as “the 
little Jap.” 
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SAMUEL DASH: Former Director Helms. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Will you stand up and raise your right 
hand? Do you swear that the evidence that you shall give to the 
Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities shail 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so heip 
you God? 


RICHARD HELMS: I do. 


SENATOR ERVIN: You might state your full name and present 
address for the purposes of the record. 


HELMS: My name is Richard Helms. And I'm presently 
Ambassador to Iran, resident in Teheran. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, could we stand just for 
a moment? 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. 
SENATOR BAKER: Let's move these mikes. 


HERHAN: 1 must say, Nelson Benton, that Ambassador Helms 
does not look like 60 years old. 


BENTON: He certainly doesn't. He's Ted a rather rigorous 
life, I suppose, in the kind of operation he's been in. 


We don't know what this is all about. And the mikes 
were turned around so that ~-- that Chairman Ervin and Vice Chairman 
Baker could make their decisions with some privacy. 


HERMAH: Let me just amplify while we have this moment 
a little bit on my remarks. They were talking a few moments ago 
about Senator Inouye, and you may have noticed that ne was absent 
at the time. The reference was to a remark by lawyer John J. kilson 
yesterday, the tawyer to both tir. Haldeman and Mr. Earlichtian, 
that he was not worried so much by the questions asked by Senator 
Weicker, he was only worried about "tie little Jap,“ and by thet 
he meant the questions asked by Senator Inouye. And he was questioned 


about -- Wilson was questioned about that remark later and he said, 
"Well, I wouldn't mind being called ‘the little American.’ J con't 
see why he should mind being called ‘the Little dap > And there 


were some questions asked as to whether he didn't tnink that ie 
made perhaps a racial slur, and he rather vigorously denied thet. 
Well, that's wnat they were talking about when they gave the praise 
of Senator Inouye as an American of Japanese ancestry. 


LAS: [Words unintelligible as Herman finishcs nis remarks } 


_.. Ambassador Helms. and, vir. Chairman, the -- Ambassador Hea s 
will be questioned initially by vir. bavid uvorson Lape ests cane, 
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chief counsel. 
SEHWATOR BAKER: Was he sworn? Okay. 


DAVID DORSON: Ambassador Helms, how long have you held 
your present position? 


HELNS: I've been in Teheran since the middle of Narcn 
of this year. 


DORSON: And prior to that were you the Director of the 
Central Intelliaence Auwency? 


HELM: Yes, 1] was the Director of Central Intelligence, 
was my title. 


DORSON: How Tong were you Director? 


HELMS: Approximately six and a half years. I believe 
the -- ] was sworn in on June the 30th, 1966; and I left office 
when itr. Schlesinger became Director on the dnd of February, 1973. 


DORSOW: How Tong did you -- now Tong have you been -- 
or were you with the Central Intelligence Agency? 


HELMS: From tne day its doors opened in 1947. 


DORSOR: Did you Tearn, Ambassador Helms, in July of 
1971 thet E. Howard tunt nad been made a consultant to the White 
louse? 


HELHS: I was informed of this. 
GORSON: And do you recall now you were informed? 


HELMS: Hot specifically any loneer. I just -- I remember 
being told that he nad gone for the White liouse. But precisely 
under what circumstances I was told and on what specific date I 
do not recall. 


PORSOR: Did you have a conversation with General Cushman 
concerning Howard llunt in the summer cf 1971? 


HELGS: Yes. I recall that General Cushman inforined 
lie that he had authorized civing to licvard Hunt a tape recorder 
and a camera. And I asked for what purpose. dnd he said ne wanted 
so conduct eae one-time interview and that ne'd been properly authenti- 
cated by the White House and that they -- that he was working at 
their behest. 

PGRSGH: How Tong have you known tloward Hunt? 

HELHS: Well, I've known him over the years when ne worked 
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for the agency. 


DORSON: And do you recall approximately how long he 
worked for the agency? 


HELMS: He must have worked for almost, oh, somewhere 
over 15 years anyway. 


DORSON: And what was General Cushman's position at that 
time? 


HELMS: In July of ‘71? 
DORSON: That's correct. 
HELMS: He was the Deputy Director of Central Intellicence. 


DORSON: To your knowledge, was the tape recorder and 
the camera given to Mr. Hunt? 


HELMS: I was informed that it was, and my preoccupation 
at the time was to find out whether this was -- these were normal 
pieces of equipment, and by normal I mean simply available in any 
store in downtown Washington that carried this kind of equipment, 
or whether there was something tricky about them, and I was assured 
they were perfectly routine and straightforward pieces of equiprient. 
I might say parenthetically that within the last couple of days. 
in talking with some of the gentlemen of Special Prosecutor Cox's 
office, there was some memorandum there about a clandestine canera 
having been given to Hloward Hunt. I frankly, sir, don't know what 
a clandestine camera is. A camera takes pictures or it doesn't. 
That's all it does. 


DORSON: Well, could you describe tne camera a little 
bit more, Ambassador? ; 


HELMS: I've never seen it. 


DORSON: Do vou know whether it was a camera tnat was 
concealed in some way? 


HELMS: I've been told it was put in a tobacco pouch -- 
carried in a tobacco poucn. 


DORSON: Were you advised of any further requests by 
Mr. Hunt for assistance? 


HELHS: Subsequent to this conversation of which 1] have 
just been Speakina, I learned, 1 believi. in a memorandum, tiat 
ir. Hunt had asked to fhave tne secretary who was stationed with 
the CIA in Paris brougut Lack frow Paris and assigned to his. in 
the Wnite House. te also wanted this to be done secretly, and 
he didn't want anybody to know about it. That, to me, was unaccept- 
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able. I saw no reason for this. It secried to ne that the agency 
was being used. It was being asked to vive somebody brought back 
from Paris and assigned to a man doing tcidentified chores at the 
White House, so I got ahold of General ‘ushman and told him that 

I thought this was totally unacceptable ‘ad I wouldn't stand for 

it. I don't recall whether it was then :r a few days later, but 

at some point, the various additional r--uests which Hunt was making 
of the agency seemed to me totally unac:ptable, and I asked General 
Cushman to call tir. Ehrlichman and tel? aim tnat we just weren't 
going to do this anymore. 


DORSON: Ambassador Helms, I's advised there is some 
trouble hearing you to the rear of the room. Perhaps if you could 
bring the microphone a little bit clos«r to you. 


HELMS: This seems to be the story of my life in Senate 
committees. I don't know whether I don‘: raise my voice high enough 
or what, but maybe I'm not speaking ints the microphone. 


DORSON: Now. you've indicate: that in your conversation 
with General Cushman that you indicated *o Mr. -~ General Cushman -- 
that John Ehrlichman should be called. ‘ny was it that John Ehrlich- 
nan was to be called? 


HELMS: Because it was my distinct impression that he 
was the one who had arranged with Gener*: Cushman to have Hunt 
yet these pieces of equipment. 


DORSON: Ambassador Helms, wh.» for the first time did 
you tearn of the burglary of Dr. Louis : eldindg's office, that 
is, Dr. Ganiel Ellsbery's psycnlatrist'’s of fice? 


HELMS: 1 forget which weeken. in fiay it was. I think 
it was the second weekend of Nay this vy: vr, 1973. I was in Shiraz 
and I picked up on Sunday an englisn-lé...uage newspaper and saw 
on the front page of if that there Aad wien a burglary of an office 


of a psychiatrist in California ane tnz. tne burglary had been 

done, it said in the newspaper story, wich the assistance of CIi 
equipment. That was tie first time I ho. ever heard of Ur. Fielding, 
a burglary or the fact tnat Ur. Elisbers nad a psychiatrist. 

DORSOMN: Do you know, of yous vn knowledge, whether 
any equipment was used in tne burelary at was the property of 
the Cli? 

HeLaS: I've been assured by © mbers of the agency, and 
this assurance was given me when 1 was b.ck here in fiay testifying 
before four other concressional commitze:3, that tne equipment 
that was given to ilunt was not used in iss burglary of Or. Elisoarg’s 
office. and actually ir. llunt was physicclly not at the office. 

He was $taked out at br. cEllsberg's -- 4° ur. Fielding's resicence, 
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and that since he wasn't given any burglary equipment by the agency, 
I've always wondered how it was tnat he used that equipment in 

the break-in. So, this is one of the things that seems to have 

been perpetuated as one of the myths around here, that he somehow 
got burglary equipment from the agency which helped him break into 
places, and I'm not aware of any burglary equipment he ever got 

from the agency. 


DORSON: Ambassador Helms, during the summer of 1971, 
did you learn of a request by a member of the Wnite House staff 
for the Central Intelligence Agency to do a psychological or psychi- 
atric profile of Dr. Ellsberg? 


HELMS: Yes, I was familiar with this request. Sotie 
time before this, lir. David Young, who was one of the assistants 
at the White House, had originally been on Lr. Kissinger's staff, 
informed me that he was being transferred to Mr. Ehrlichman's staff. 
In other words, he was going to work for Mr. Ehrlicnhman and that 
he'd been given some duties in connection with general security 
procedures in the government classification of documents, investiga- 
tion of leaks, and a clutch of other such matters. Subsequent 
to that, he called me and said that ne wanted to get into these 
things. He wanted to find out how the agency and the intelligence 
community handled the classification of documents and other security 
procedures. I said I tnought under tne circumstances the vest 
thing for me to do would be to put in touch with the aqency's director 
of security, a gentleman named Harold Osborne, who would then be 
able to talk with him and be as responsive to nis requests as the 
agency could be. It was apparently to Hr. Osborne that sir. Young 
originally made the request for a profile on Dr. Ellsberg. Hr. 
Osborne then brought this request to me. 


LORSON: Excuse me, Ambassador, could you briefly summarize 
at the present time what this profile is? 


HELMS: There had been -- well, I guess -- I'm sort of 
searching for a word here, but, in any event, over a period of 
some years, the agency nad developed a technique for putting together 
a lot of information about a foreiqner, maybe a foreiaqn statesman 
or a foreign dignitary, and then attempting to analyze wnat sor? 
of a human being he was. These things were called variously. 
IT think psychological profile is as good a title as any -- bDSycino- 
logical study. Tne idea was to give insights tnto what motivated 
some of these individuais, why they did things tne way they dic, 
and so forth. David Young knew that the agency wrote papers such 
as this because he'd seen them Wwaen he was on Ur. kissinger's staff. 
So he tnen said tnat he wanted tne agency to do this, and J renonstrated 
with him. I said we know nothing about Dr. Ellsberq. IJ‘ve never 
laid eyes on nim in my life. We have no records on him. we know 
nothing about him, and I think this is an imposition to ask us 
to do this. He plead with me. ile said that this was very important, 
that the White llouse was very mucn interested in getting this material 
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sorted out, that Mr. Ehnrlichman reaarded it as of highest priority, 
so did Lr. Kissinger, that we should help, that we were the only 
ones they knew in town who did things of this kind and has practice 
of doing them, and that please would we do so. 


I want to say here that the agency has a charge under 
the statute -- the National Security Act of 1947 which makes the 
director responsible for protection of intelligence sources and 
methods from unauthorized disclosure. That's written into the 
law, and this is a charge that's been on the director since 1947, 
and it's been a very difficult charge because finding out how leaks 
occur and how the enemy gets privileged information and things 
of that kind is very difficult to do without having an investigative 
staff, and the agency never has nad an investigative staff for 
these purposes, and therefore this business about leaks and investi- 
gations thereof has been a very difficult, if not impossible, charge 
to carry out. And when I was testifying before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee back in flay, in response tc a question from 
Senator Hubert Humphrey, I suggested that this language in the 
law either be taken out or amended in such a way that it was a 
fair charge on the director other than what I thought was an unfair 
charge, but it was that charge which gave him the leverage to rather 
oblige me to go along with an effort to make this profile. 


DORSON: Did the staff of the Central Intelligence Agency 
thereafter prepare sucn a profile? 


HELMS: Yes, they did. 


DORSOH: And was it forwarded to fir. Young? 


HELMS: I understand that it was forwarded to lir. Young, 
that it was found to be unsatisfactory, that Nr. Young remonstrated 
with the people who nhac written it about the fact that it was un- 


satisfactory. I believe it was -- I've learned since that it was 
pointed out to him that more material was going to have to be provided, 
otherwise they couldn't do any better tnan they had done already. 

ir. Youne said all right, and we'll try to get you some tore material, 
which I believe he did. so tnat a second profile was written. 


DORSON: And was the second profile delivered to ir. 
Young also? 


MELHS: I believe so. Jn other words, this is the second 
version. I think probably that's better Lngtish. 

BORSGN: Did you have a conversation with Mr. Young in 
connection with the celiivery of the second profile to hin? 


HELES: Yes. AS a matter of fact, I did call nim and 
I told him that psycoc.ogists and psychiatrists woo were wOrhpne 
on this were very disturbed about the whole exercise, Iney ddan’ t 
feel that ine material they'd been given was adecuate, that they 


t 
were veing put_in an unfair position, taat they didn't want tneir 
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professional reputations put on the line as a result of this kind 
of an exercise, and that if he was insisting on having this, then 
I wanted his understanding and his undertaking that he would not 
identify it with the agency and put these fellows in jeopardy. 

Or put these fellows professional reputation in jeopardy, which 
1S dues 


DORSON: During the period that the two profiles were 
prepared, which lI believe was -- took us into early HWovenber of 
1971, what was your understanding as to the identity of the persons 
over at the White House who were involved in requesting the profile 
and providing information to the agency for the profile? 


HELMS: I never heard of anybody being connected with 
this exercise except fr. David Young. And when I returned here 
in May of this year, 1973, I was informed at the agency that during 
this period that this psychologist had been consulting with David 
Young at the White House, that Howard Hunt had been present, on 
one occasion anyway, and that he had specifically asked him not 
to inform me that he had been present. They certainly did not 
inform me, so I was totally unaware of his identification with 
this exercise in any form whatever. 


DORSON: And the first time you heard about his participation 
was in Hay of 1973? 


HELMS: That is correct. 


DORSON: To the best of your knowledge, Ambassador Heims, 
was any of the material that was used in the preparation of tne 
psychological profile derived from the office of the psychiatrist 
of Dr. Daniel Ellsberg or from any other illegal or improper source? 


HELMS: I have never heard that alleged. 


DORSON: Ambassador Helms, I would like now to direct 
your attention to June of 1972, and ask you when for the first 
time did you hear of the break-in of the Democratic Hational Committee 
Headquarters at the Watergate? 


HELMS: It's my impression that I heard about it -- I 
read about it in the newspapers oF heard it on the radio. But 
this is not any lapse of memory, this is just one of those thins 
that this far back t's hard to know just exactly who might have 
told me or how I might have heard it. Certainly jt was big news 
from the moment it happened. 


NORSON: And during the days jmmediately following the 
break-in, were there conversations at the CIa concerning the bresk- 
jn? 


HELMS: In the first place, sometime on that weekend. 
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I received a telephone call from Mr. Howard Osborne, the director 
of security, to inform me that -- of the names of the individuals 
who had participated.in the break-in and also to say that Mr. Hunt, 
in some fashion, was connected with it. Mr. Osborne's call to 

me waS a perfectly routine matter. There was a charge on him as 
director of security to inform me Whenever anybody in the agency 
got in any kind of trouble, whether they're present employees or 
past employees, in other words, right now, so that I didn't have 

to catch up with these events like suicides and house break-ins 

and rapes and the various things that happen to the employees of 
any organization in a city like Washington, so this was a perfectly 
routine thing. And when he heard about these ex-CIA people who 

had been involved in this burglary, he called me up and notified 

me about it. On Monday, when I came to the office, there'd been 

no mention in the papers of fir. unt, so I got ahold of iir. Osborne 
and said, “liow come you told me that Hr. liunt was involved with 
this?" And he said, “ell, there were some papers found in the 
notel room, or one of the hotel rooms, with Hunt's name on it, 

and it looks as though he were somewhere in the area when the break- 
in took place." So I said, “All rignt." 


And from then on, obviously, there were various conversations 
in the agency. We went to work on Various requests from the FBI 
for information about the people and their background and so forth 
who had formerly been employed by tne agency. see 


DORSON: Am I correct that James McCord also was a former 
employee of the agency? 


HELMS: He was. 


DORSON: And when did Mr. McCord and Mr. Hunt Teave the 
employ of the agency? 


HELMS: They left it at different times in 1970. They 
both retired, as I recall it. 


DORSOW: Now, directing your attention to June 22nd, 
1972, which was the day before your meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman, 
Mr. Haldeman and General Walters at the White House, did you have 
a conversation with Patrick Gray on that afternoon, namely, the 
afternoon of June 22nd? 


HELMS: I believe that the committee is in possession 
of a memorandum which says that -- a hlemorandum or a note from 
Mr. Gray that says I had this conversation. I have no reason to 
question that at all. I was talking back and forth with ir. Gray 
at various times in connection with this vatergate break-in, so 
I have no reason to doubt that there was one on tne 22nd of June. 


DORSON: In these conversations, did you discuss the 
possibility of CIA involvement in the break-in? 
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HELMS: I assured Mr. Gray that the CIA had no involvement 
in the break-in, no involvement whatever, and it was my preoccupation, 
consistently from then to this time, to make this point and to 
be sure that everybody understands it. It doesn't seem to get 
across very well for some reason, but the agency had nothing to 
do with the Watergate break-in. 1 hope all the newspapermen in 
the room hear me clearly now. 


. DORSON: Ambassador Helms, I'd like to move, then, to 
June 23rd, 1972, and ask you if you recall attending the meeting 
with Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Haldeman and General Walters? 


HELMS: I do recall attending that meeting. 
DORSON: Where was that meeting held? 


HELMS: That meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman's office 
on the second floor of the East -- West Wing of the White House. 


DORSON: Do you recall the time of that meeting? 


HELMS: The meeting had been originally scheduled for 
12 o'clock. It was changed to 1 o'clock, and it took place shortly 
after 1 o'clock. 


DORSON: Could you please describe to us, in Substance , 
what happened at that meeting? 


HELMS: General Walters and I arrived first and waitec 
for a few minutes. Then fir. Halceman and Mr. Ehrlichman cane irto 
the room. As best I can recall what was said, and lir. Haldeman 
did most of the talking, so -- and whatever ir. Enrlichman contribu- 
ted in the course of this was eitner to nod his head or to smile 
or to agree with what itr. laldeman said. I just simply want to 
introduce it this way because then it's a little bit easier for 
me to describe. Nr. Haldeman said there was a lot of flak about 
the Watergate burglary. that the opposition was capitalizing on 
ity but that 1 was going to -- it was apparently causing some 
sort of unidentified trouble, and he wanted to know vietner the 
agency had anything to do with it. 1 assured him that the agency 
had nothing to do with it. He then Said that the five tien who 
had been found in the Uenocratic aational Cormittee Headquarters 
nad been arrested, and that that seemed to be adequate, under th: 
circumstances, that the FBI Was livestigating what this was al} 
about, and that they, unidentified, were concerned about some FBI 


investigations in itexico. Ile also at that tinie wade some, woat 
to me Was an inconerent reference to an investigation in hexico -- 
an FBI investigation -- running into the Bay of Pigs: dden't 


know what the reference was alleged to be, but, in any event, 1 
assured him that I had no interest in the Bay of Pigs that many 

years later, that everything in connection with that had been deaqyt 
with or liquidated, as far as I was aware, and I didn't care thev 

ran into in connection with tarat. At some juncture in this conve rsa- 
tion, Hr. Haldeman then said sometning to the effect that it has 
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been decided that General Walters will go and talk to Acting Director 
Gray of the FBI and indicate to him that these operations -- that 
these investigations of the FBI might run into CIA operations in 
Mexico and that it was desirable that this not happen and that 

the investigation therefore should be either tapered off or reduced 
or something, but there was no language saying stop, as far as 

I recall. At this point, the references to Mexico were quite unclear 
to me. I had to recognize that if the White House -- the President, 
Hy. Haldeman, somebody in high authority -- had information about 
something in Mexico, which I did not have information about, which 
is quite possible. The White House constantly has information 


which others cor't have -- that it woud be a prudent thirg for 
me to find out if tnere wes eny possibility that some CIA operation 
was being -- was going to le affected. And therefore } worted 


the necessary time to do this. I say shis in explanation cf the 

fact that since I consistent ’y pointed our thet no CIA operations 

had been violated by any -nvestigation up to then, thai we had 
nothing to do with the Waiecqate burglary, the fact of tx natter 

was that if an -nvestigat’ 9: continuad to go on. it micht run into 
something we were doing in iexico. I waar, this possitilisy always 
nas to exist. ifobody «now: everything about averythine. So, at 

this point, I think it was ‘speated a second vine that Geieral 

Walters was to jo and see \:ring Director Gray witn ths charge. 

It was then indicated tha: wmting Director Griy would ora rably 

be expecting a call, taat 12 was looking for some kind of -juidance 

in this matter, and that [1.5 snoutd take place a5 $00) a. gossible. 

I believe Mr. Eirtichman 1t that point made nis sole cont ciaution 

to the conversation, waici /as that he should gat down and see 

_—— _.._Gray just as fast as he could. We left tois neeting, ien2ral Waiters 
and I, «rd vent downstairs to the automobile, and Posycte to Generet— 
Walters <lcrg the following lines. I saic. “When yor co tc see 
Acting lircetor Gray, I think you should ccnfine yourself to renincing 
him the: the agency and tne FBI have a delimitation ccreement." 


's been an understanding for many years eS et See 
agency ‘tns into any FBI: agents or operations, the Fi sha 1 be 
qiamedi: cco ly notified; and if the FBI runs “nte any agency acents 
or oper videu, it shall be immediately not.*ied. T wasi’t sure 
whether ic ing virector Gray was familiar with this bocause he 
had no. /e:1 Acting Director of the FBI for very lon) ) wanted 
Ganera ‘faiters to understand about this  d2cause he'i been with 
the ageacy [ think only apout six weeks at that time vid he'd beer 
having »ci:fings, and I wasn't sure whetnir tnis had ivar come 
to Vis actration. In other words, I was asking him ¢) make a Tegisi- 
mate rizie.t of tHe Acting birector of the FRE that if cney ran 
into aiy Cid operations in Mexico or anyplace else, tiev were to 
notify us immediately. and 1 felt General dalvers should restrict 
his co versation with Acting virector Gray to that point. Prescis2ly 
whether ve did or not. well, you'll] have an opportunity to ask 
ayia. 


ORSON: And to your knowledge, did Generel Walters eve 
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a meeting with Patrick Gray? 


HELMS: Yes. He had one very shortly after this meeting 
in the White House because he reported to me later in the day about 
his meeting with Gray, that he'd been to see him, that the general 
purport of what they had discussed, and then for the first time 
I Yearnd that Acting Director Gray had told General Walters at 
this meeting about some money having been sent to Mexico. I was 
unaware of any money having been sent there at tne time, and even 
that explanation didn't say what the money was for. But also floating 
around in this at the time was the name of a Nexican lawyer that 
we'd been asked to check out by the FBI to find out if this man 
was in any way connected with the CIA. His name was Ogaria (?), 
I believe. And we had been running tracers, which is a word of 
ours of going through the records to find out, and checking with 
our people in Mexico to see if they knew him, and so forth. And 
that was some days subsequent that we got the information back 
that he was indeed a lawyer in Mexico, but we'd never had any connection 
with him, and I so notified the FBI. 


DORSON: Now, on Monday, June 26th, did General Walters 
receive a telephone call from John Dean? 


HELMS: General Walters told me that he'd been called 
by a man he did not know in the White House named John Dean, and 
that Dean had asked to see him. And when Walters said, “Hhat do 
you want to see me about?" And so forth. I believe Dean referred 
to the matters on which we had talked with Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
on the previous Friday. In any event, Dean said to General Walters, 
“If you want to verify my bona-fides and who I am and my authority 
to talk with you, please call John Ehrlichman." So by the time 
Walters talked to me and said tnat he had talked to Dean, had verified 
by telephone conversation with Ehrlichman that it was all right 
to talk to Dean, and that he was going down to see him. 


DORSOH: Now, when General Walters came back from seeing 
Dean, did he talk to you about the meeting? 


HELMS: He reported the meeting to me and told me thai 
Dean had raised with him tnis question of the Watergate burglary, 
that there were a lot of provlems in connection with it, problens 
unidentified. Was there any way in which the agency could nelp. 
and so on. It was quite clear that sone kind of feelers were beina 
put out to see, A, if there was any aqgency involvement, or, 8, 
whether the agency was prepared to assist in some way which was 
not at all identi*ticd. It was at this meeting with General Waliers, 
when he was rerurting this to me, that I told him that I wanted 
him to he ebsolutely certain he permitted nothing to happen usina 
tee agency's nane, facilities, or anytning else in connection with 
this business. I said I didn't care whetner Ae wanted to be a 
Scapegoat. I didn't care whether he was prepared to quit on the 
issue. I didn't care anything about that. I sinply wanted Adi 
to do absolutely notning ‘cause I told nim point-blank that ever 
thougn he was a military officer and even though he was a presicential 
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appointee, that if he did something wrong that would besmirch the 
name of the agency, not matter whether he took the blame or not, 

I was simply not going to have it. And I wanted him to be perfectly 
clear on this in any conversation he had with Mr. Dean or with 
anybody else. And as he reported to me on the subsequent two conver- 
sations with Mr. Dean, I not only reaffirmed this, but I said, 

"How, you hang in there. You're doing fine, but don't you yield 

an inch." 


DORSON: You've alluded to the two meetings that General 
Walters had with John ean on the 27th and 28th. Did General Walters 
notify you before each meeting and brief vou as to what occurred 
after each meeting? 


HELBS: General Walters was very qgooc ebout th's. As 
best I recall it, he told me each time that he wes going down there, 
and when the neeting was over, he came tack anc reported what had 
taken place at it. 


DORSON: Could you briefly sunm3rize for us, Ambassacor, 
what General halters told you with respect to the meeting of tie 
27th and the neeting of the 28th? 


HELPS: It is my recollection tict if was at tre meeLing 
of the 27th, vhich was Tuesday, I believe, that she issue Five, 
came up of whether or not the CIA, out of “ts covert funds was 
prepared to provide bail money for tn: defendants in the Watervate 
burglary. Jot only did this issuc come up, bu: { also believe 
that the additional point was made -~ would it be possible for 
the CIA to pay the salaries of these inlividua.s while they secved 
their jail sertences? 


eae eee = GAME KAT Walters -- and 1 have told you about the conversa- 
tion L had vith Genere’ Halters the dey tefcore ebout how he was 
to guide hinself in th’s.matter -- pointec cut to Tir. Dean that 


the agency couldn't possibly do arything like that, that he had 

no authority to do it on nis own, that his cuthorities derived 

from me, are that he knew what my posicict was. And, in addition, 

he said thet ke covidn't conceivable iracine thet a thing like 

that would remain secret forever. And, ‘cst but not least, under 

the groundrules which we operave -~- th. «rency operated witn the 
Congress of the United States. any exc p onal expenditure of this 
kind would pave to be identified to ').. 4. airman of the Senate 
Appropriaticns Commiteze and the Chairsa: o the House Appropriations 
Committee. 


PORNO “DRT: theses 

weLils: This obviously cooted ii. Dean's ardor. = 
HORSOE: And it was so repotte! te you? 

HebiSe. “Vews 
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DORSON: During the week of the 26th, did you receive 
a telephone call from Patrick Gray with respect to setting up a 
meeting between representatives of the two agencies? 


HELMS: Yes, I do recall a conversation to set up a meeting 
because I was anxious to have one with him. There were a tot of 
traces we were running, there were the involvements with these 
former CIA people that we'd been passing to the FBI, there were 
starting to be a lot of leaks out of the FBI, for the first time 
that I could remember, on matters of this kind, leaks of ongoing 
operational material, and I wanted to get together with him and 
some of his people to see if we couldn't get some of these thins, 
not straightened out so much, as get walking along in harmony. 

So we agreed to have the meeting the next day. The next morniny, 
which I believe was the 28th , if I -- I may be mistaken. It's 

all in the record, I'm sure -- he called back and said that he 

was so busy that he couldn't make the meeting, it wasn't possibile 

for him to hold it, and he would probably have to put it off until 

the following week. I told him I was sorry about that because 

I was planning to leave tne end of the week in which we were speakina, 
to go to Austrlia, and that I wasn't going to be there the following 
week, and if he had a meeting it was going to have to be with General 
Walters. 


DORSOM: Now, I asked you about the second two meetings 
on the 27th and 28th between General Walters and Hr. Dean. Did 
the summary that you gave us apply to the two meetings together, 
or was that solely with respect to the meeting of the 2/tn? 


HELMS: I am not able any longer, fir. Counsel, to sort 
out precisely what -- out of my own memory -- what occurred at 
each of these meetings. I have two very clear recollections. 


One was that it was at the second meeting that the question of 

the bail money came up, because I don't recati that at ali in connection 
with wy Tonger conversation with General Walters aftcr the first 
meeting. 


As far as the third meeting was concerned, my distinct 
impression of that was that this was just more feelers and that 
it was relatively short because fir. Dean was getting nowhere with 
General Walters. 


DORSON: dust one or two questions more, lir. Ambassacor. 
You were familiar, were you not, with the fact that General Walters 
was preparing memoranda of these meetings? 


HELHS: Yes, because after the issue came up of possivie 
bail or paying the salaries of the fellows who had borken in, this 
struck me tnat we were nitting into an area here which was vers 
questionable indeed, anu that therefore, these various meetings 
ought to be a matter of record in case this ever came up at anys 
future time. Soa it was a that point that in our conversation, 
as I recall it, General Walters -- either General Walters or l 
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or both of us agreed that this ought to be -- these things ought 
to be reduced to writing, and that a record ought to be kept. 


DORSON: Am I correct, then, that you did go to Australia 
around the first of July of 1972? 


HELMS: Yes, I did. 


DORSON: And that Patrick Gray did not schedule the 
meeting between -- reschedule the meeting between the two of you 
before you left? 


HELMS: I never met with him. 


DORSON: Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions 
at this time. 


FRED THOMPSON: As I understand it, you had a conversation 
with Patrick Gray on June the 22nd when you advised him that the 
CIA was not involved in the break-in. Was your conversation limited 
to CIA involvement in the break-in, or did you go into whether 
or not the investigation might undercover [sic] other CIA operations 
possibly? 


HELMS: I don't recall ever discussing with Mr.. Gray 
this question of uncovering other CIA operations. 


THOMPSON: Strictly the break-in discussion. 


HELMS: That we had no involvement, and believe that 
as part of this conversation there was this business about the 
Mexigan lawyer. I don't recall whether he was specifically mentioned -- 
the Mexican lawyer was mentioned at that time. But Mr. Gray had 
on hts mind in some way the idea that there was some CIA involvement 
thatithey were running into, and I was attempting to reassure 
him hat this was not the case, as best I knew it. 


} THOMPSON: CIA involvement in the Watergate break-in 
itself. 


HELMS: Or in some way connected with it. 
THOMPSON: I see. Did he state the source of his concern? 
HELMS: He never did. 
THOMPSON: Did he indicate whether or not it was due 
to tHe bureau's own investigaticn ci whether or not someone else 


had told him that from outside the buresu? 


HELMS: I was unable to tell. I stwoly was surprised 
that ithis kept coming up. SE 


THOMPSON: And so the next day you had the cenversation 
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with Mr. Walters and Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, as I understand 
it, and I'd like to go over briefly what you stated was discussed 

in that conversation. I believe you stated that Mr. Haldeman 
indicated that the Watergate was being capitalized on, that five 

men had been arrested and that seemed adequate, and that sort 

of thing. Obviously, the Watergate investigation was the reason 

for the meeting, was it not, and as to what the investigation 

might disclose? That was the basis for the meeting? 


HELMS: Well, I can only assume in hindsight that it 
was, Mr. Thompson, because at the time nobody had identified to 
us why we were being called to the White House. In other words, 
we arrived and waited to hear what the subject of the meeting 
was. 


THOMPSON: When they stated their concern about a possible 
Mexican involvement or a Mexican involvement of the CIA, of course, 
they were talking about the Watergate investigation turning up 
other involvement, were they not? 


HELMS: I assumed this is what they were talking about, 
yes. But as I mentioned a moment ago -- and I do want to underline 
this -- I was totally unfamiliar at that time with what Mexico 
had to do with anything. 


THOMPSON: But you had talked to Pat Gray the day before, 
and I believe you stated that you felt that he might have mentioned 
a Mexican lawyer at that time? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. But when the Mexican lawyer's name 
was mentioned, there was never any implication as to why they 
were even asking about him, so that this was not very revealing. 


THOMPSON: What I'm concerned about is just the extent 
to which the Watergate situation was actually discussed because -- 
of course, I think it'd be fair to say that some appearances, 
from what has been reported in some of the testimony in this forum 
and others, is that the Watergate investigation was the reason 
for the concern, and it could have been legitimate concern. It 
could have been a possible cover-up of the Watergate investigation 
itself, into the Watergate matter, into -- this is the area I'd 
like to address myself to (word unintelligible). And I'd like 
to refer to your testimony before the Committee on Armed Services, 
Thursday, May 17, 1973. Now, I had a little bit of difficulty 
getting this myself last night and this morning. I've just received 
it, and if you would like, in the course of my discussion of it, 
for us to recess, with permission of the chairman of the committee, 
where you can have a copy of it or a copy of certain pages, I 
feel like we can do that. But if it's all right with you, I'll 
go ahead and proceed right now and read certain portions of that 
and ask you a few questions based on that. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, I note that the transcript 
from which Mr. Thompson is about to read is nominally classificd 
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as secret. I take it that there is no objection on the part of 
the committee nor any claim on the part of the committee that 

it does not have the authority to permit counsel to go ahead and 
read from that document, as it relates to the mandate for inquiry 
of this committee. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Mr. Helms, I understand from the resolution, 
also from the statement made, as I understand it, to the staff 
attorneys by the White House attorneys, that they left the question 
of matters of this kind to the determination of the committee. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with 
you. I simply wanted to make sure that the record reflected that 
fact. Jt is the committee position, notwithstanding the nominal 
secret classification, that, by reason of our inherent authority 
and by reason of communications to us from the White House, that 
we have the authority to read from that document into the public 
record. 


SENATOR ERVIN: And I might add that the chairmen of 
the committees which took this -- of the Senate committees which 
took this evidence, have also said that as far as they had it 
in their power, they'd consent to the use of it. 


SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


THOMPSON: Mr. Helms, were Mr. Walters and yourself 
being questioned at the same time on this occasion? Were you 
in the same room together? 


HELMS: On that occasion, General Walters was sitting 
on my right and General Cushman was sitting on my left, so we 
were in the room together the whole time. 


THOMPSON: Let me read, and I might, and if you prefer 
me to read other portions that you might remember or go back a 
little further, then I will, but there's a general, preliminary 
section here where you said it was not a very long conversation 
~~ and he'd rerticrec the Bay cf Piqs. And there's: 


‘Arbessaccr Helms: Where you can..." 

First of @11: 

“tir. kelsley (?): Let's go back to the meeting itself 
for @ moment. Vhen tr. taldeman said that it had been decided 


that the general shctld call on Mr. Gray, cid he say or intimate 
in any way whe kad cecided upon that course of action?" 


“Prbessacer Helms: Well, you cculd make an intimation. 
But J'd rether net craw an intimation if the chairman will relieve 
me of that. tere vas Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichnan, the two most 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 
2] 


senior officials in the White House next to the President himself 
giving this instruction. I really feelright now, as I did then, 
that it would have been presumptuous to have pressed them any 
harder. Just how they had come up with this and where they'd 
gotten the idea, or who was behind.it." 


"Mr. Wolsley: You said Mr. Haldeman metioned the Bay 
of Pigs. Did he mention the Watergate case itself in the course 
of the conversation?" 


"Ambassador Helms: No." 
"Mr. Wolsley: He did not?" 
"Ambassador Helms: No." 


"Senator Symington: General Walters, you confirm that, 
do you?" 


"General Walters: Yes, sir. He didn't mention the 
Watergate." 


"Senator Symington: I heard you volunteer -- volunteering, 
and as along as you did, I thought it should be on the record." 


"Mr. Wolsley: Maybe this is something that we should 
get cleared up, but the committee was given a copy of General 
Walters' affidavit." 


"General Walters: He did in the introduction when 
he said, 'This case had stirred up a lot of things, and the opposition 
is attempting to exploit it.' That was the reference I testified 
to previously. I believe as we came in, he said the Watergate 
has stirred up a lot of things. The opposition is attempting 
to exploit it -- General Walters talking -- and it has been decided 
that you will go. That was the inevitable lead into the whole 
reference." , 


"Senator Jackson: Decided that you would go?" 


"General Walters: To Mr. Gray and tell him if he pu:sued 
the Mexican part of the financing of this business, it will uncaver 
CIA assets or scheme for moving the money." 


"Mr. Wolsley: I should perhaps read into the record 
here a few sentences from General Walters! affidavit. Cuote: 
As I recall it, Mr. Haldeman said that the Watergate incident 
Was causing trouble and being exploited by the opposition. It 
had been decided at the White House that I would go to Acting 
FBI Director Gray and tell him that now that the five suspects 
were arrested, further inquiries into the Mexican aspect of the 
matter might jeopardize some of the CIA's activities in this arra. 


Was there any discussion at all in the meeting of Wavergate?" 
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"Ambassador Helms: Not to the best of my recollection, 
and I frankly was hard put at the time to understand what Mexico 
was involved with. This was only a week after the break-in. 

I didn't know why Mexico was being mentioned, and it never occurred 
to me that it had anything to do with the Watergate burglary." 


"Senator Symington: General Walters, do you agree 
_ with that?" 


“General Walters: To me the whole question was connected 
by virtue of the beginning of the thing when he said Watergate 
could be opened as a preliminary, as a lead-in as to why he wanted 
me to go. It was obviously a lead-in to this, but he didn't go 
into any discussion of the Watergate, other than what I said in 
the beginning. “ 


And then you go to other matters, Mr. Helms. Let me 
see if I've summarized this correctly. The question was put directly 
to you first as to whether or not there was any Watergate discussion, 
and you said there was not. 


HELMS: That was the way I recalled it, Mr. Thompson. 
But in the time since then, I've seen General Walters’ memorandum 
for the record, I've talked with him about this, and we went over 
again what had occurred, and I frankly at that point had forgotten 
this lead-in to the conversation. After all, I'd been away for 
sometime, I'd been involved with other things, and if my memory 

-—— ——-~yae less than perfect at thet time, it was less than perfect. 

{ had ro intenticn of jiggery, pokery, or anything else. 


THOMPSON: I'm certeinly not accusing you or any other 
witness of anything, bet T co want to clear it up. I'm not sure 
[ bave py chronology right. I'm veaciny from page 2180 of the © 
srenscript. The question wes posed to you. You said no. He 
scod tc dtc not. You said no. General kelters, will you corfirm 
thot? fnd €enercl Walters says yes, sir. He didn't mention the 
deverccte. And then Mr. Wo°sley saic this is something we should 
Sicar up, “ord he refers to General Welters' affidavit at that 
coce, ‘hick he had previous’ ¥ subritted, tn whkich se mentioned 
these chines. 


MeEeS. Well, Mr. Thom: son, whet I'm referring to and 
aint cave cubseeucntly was a memorandum ‘or the record, which 
JT sejoeve jis in the custody of th committee, which was written 
saver. dvs befere thos 23 June © onversé ion. 

“HOMP OM: “Uhat's corr et. Thet's the memorandur dated 
dure ¢‘3sh. (972, I bel eve. 


HEE NS: I think Enat's covrect.. and it was tnat memorandum 
wiich { Subsaqueitiy saw, woiticen I had not seen at the time tnat 

1 fas. 2S 212 ise. I tulkad to Geieraul Yea ters about it. y had 

td person co, et that »voint, to qeescion ‘ieneral Walters! mcnorandum. 
Ha has an exceliezat ability to reall, as you probably are cware. 
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He's an excellent linguist, and anybody who can speak five or 

six languages with the ability that he can certainly has the mental 
equipment to recall something for five days after the event took 
place, and I obviously talked to him about this, and I had clearly 
forgotten that introductory aspect of this. 


THOMPSON: Well, Mr. Helms, are you basing your testimony 
now on your own memory, or upon Mr. Walters' memory? I mean, 
you've recounted your faith in his memory, which, I'm sure, is 
probably well placed, but I would think that this would be a rather 
significant matter. If Haldeman and Ehrlichman, as has been widely 
reported from the basis of the memorandum which you just referred 
to, I suppose, came in and said five people had been arrested 
and that ought to be enough, and if that's the lead-in as to how 
the CIA or the FBI should conduct its investigation and the basis 
of CIA contact with the FBI, I would think that this was something 
that you would remember. So I'm really trying to determine whether 
your testimony is based upon your own independent recollection 
or just, after having read this memorandum, your faith in General 
Walters‘ recollection? 


HELMS: Well, it's a combination of the two, Mr. Thompson, 
because when he jogged my memory and we went back over the meeting 
together, then I did recall these other remarks having been made. 


THOMPSON: Well, he jogged your memory here, in the 
testimony before the committee also. That was on page 2180 again, 
after a member of the committee evidently raised the matter of 
the affidavit or the memorandum. General Walters said this. 

He said he did in the introduction when he said, referring to 

the mentioning of the Watergate, he did in the introduction hen 

he said this case has stirred up a lot of things and the opposition 
is attempting to exploit it. 


I believe your testimony here today was "attempting 
to capitalize on it." That was the reference I testified to previously. 
I belive -- and I assume he's referring to his affidavit or memorandum -- 
I believe as we came in he said the Watergate has stirred up a 
lot of things and the opposition is attempting to exploit it. 
It had been decided that you will go -- that was an interval lead- 
in. 


"Mr. Wolsley: I should perhaps read in the record 
a few sentences of General Walters' affidavit." 


And then at that time they read into the record a few 
sentences of General Walters' affidavit, which you just referred 
to, which is the memorandum that I referred to. Quote: As I 
recall it, Mr. taldeman said that the Watergate incident was causing 
a lot of problems and being exploited by the opposition. It hac 
been decided by the Wnite House J] should go to Acting Director 
of the FBI Gray and that five suspects were arrested. Further 
inquiries into the Mexican aspects of the matter might jeopardize 
some of the CIA activities. 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


24 


And another question is put by a member of the committee. 
Was there any discussion in the meeting at all of Watergate? 


"Ambassador Helms: Not to the best of my recollection." 


HELMS: Well, I didn't recall it at that time, but 
when I went over this with General Walters and we tried to piece 
this meeting together, then I did recall that these matters had 
been alluded to. 


THOMPSON: Did it occur to you, or has it affected 
you either consciously or sub-consciously, the fact that it could 
ve very -- or, at least to some extent embarrassing for General 
Walters if you testified contrary to him? Did you discuss that 
possibility with him when you went over these natters? 


: HELMS: No, because I saw him just a moment before 
we actually went into the room. 


THOMPSON: Of course, it was after vou got into the 
room before you realized that you had any -- there was any (word 
unintelligible) in your testimony, was it not? 


HELMS: That's right. 


THOMPSON: And you were in the room before you first 
realized what this memorandum said, were you not? 


HELMS: The memorandum -- as a matter of fact, that 
memorandum was not on the table at that time, as I recall it. 
There was an affidavit, but I believe that those memoranda were 
submitted subsequently to the committee. I may be wrong. 


THOMPSON: And in comparing your testimony today with 
what his memoranduin says, a couple of things do strike me. His 
memorandum dated June 28th says that on June 23rd at 1300, on 
request, I called with Director Helms on John Ehrlichman and Robert 
Haldeman in Ehrlichman's office in the White House. Haldeman 
Said that the bugqing affair at the Democratic National Committee 
Hcadquarters at the Watergate Apartments had made a tot of noise 
and that the Democrats were trying to maximize on it. 


And down here he says, since five suspects have been 
arrested, this should be sufficient. 


Let me ask you a few other things about this memorandum, 
while we're on it, Mr. Helms. He states in here also that Haldeman 
said the whole affair was getting embarrassing and it was the 
President's wish that talters call on Gray and suggest to him 
that since five suspects had been arrested, this should be sufficient. 
It was not advantaqeous to have the inquiry pushed, comma, especially 
in Mexico. 


Ho you recall the President's name being mentioned? 
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HELMS: No, I still don't agree with General Walters 
about that. I don't recall its having been put that way. 


THOMPSON:: Director Helms said -- again reading from 
the Walters memorandum -- he had talked to Gray on the previous 
day, made plain to him the agency was not behind the matter and 
it was not connected with it. None of the suspects was working 
for it, nor had worked for the agency in the last two years. 

He had told Gray that none of the investigators was touching any 
covert projects of the agency, current or ongoing. 


Did you tell Mr. Gray that it was touching onto the 
covert projects of the agency, or did you have any basis for saying 
that at that time? 


HELMS: I was unaware of any covert projects of the 
agency that had been touched on up to that time. 


THOMPSON: Did you tell Gray that, if you recall, or 
did you just simply tell him the CIA was not involved in the Watergate. 
break-in? 


HELMS: I told him the CIA was not involved in the 
Watergate break-in. I do not recall whether I told him that it 
had not thus far run into any CIA covert projects. 


THOMPSON: Did you tell him that none of the suspects 
was working for the CIA nor had worked for the agency in the last 
two years? 


HELMS: Yes. 

THOMPSON: That at least one of the suspects had worked 
for the FBI previous to -- for the CIA previous to the last two 
years then. Is that correct? 

HELMS: Who was that, sir? 

THOMPSON: Well, I'm asking you. You said none of 
them had worked for the CIA within the last two years. I assumed 
that before that at least one of them had. 

HELMS: Well, Mr. McCord had been an employee of the 
CIA for some twenty years before he retired. Mr. Hunt had worked 
there at least fifteen, maybe more, and a couple of the Cubans 
had at one time a contractual relationship with the agency. 

THOMPSON: Do you know which two Cubans? 


HELMS: Do you mind giving me the names. I'm not a 
conputer, and 1 cant... 


THOMPSON: Would it be Barker? Perhaps Mr. Barker? 
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HELMS: Barker I think had a relationship back in the 
early '60s. I think -- is Sturgis another individual? 


THOMPSON: Yes. 


HELMS: I think he at one time had had some connection. 
Martinez had been on sort of a retainer to report on individuals 
who came in from Cuba, as to whether they'd be worth interrogating 
or interviewing or not in Florida, and he'd been on that retainer 
of about $100 a month on the understanding that he would report 
“in from time to time when he had something to report. When I 
found that he was stil” on -- had this connection with the agency 
et the time of his brezk-in, he was cut off. 


THOMPSON: When was he cut off? 


HELMS: Riglt after we had discovered that he was involved 
in the break-in. 


THOMPSON: “ou mean Martinez was on retainer by the 
CIA at the time of the brezk-in? 


HELMS: That's right. But in Florida for the purposes 
I've identified. 


THOMPSON: <> bec your pardor. In Florida? J didn't 
understand that last siatenent. 


HELMS: Mr. Martinez was a resident in Florida, as 

far as the agency knew. Because he lived in Florida and because 
Fe was a Cuban exile, le wes kept on a loose arrangement whereby 
Fe vould report to the agercy from time to time Cubans who got 
cut of Cuba, either lecally or illegally, whom he thought might 
fave some information that would be useful to the United States 
Covernment, and then he would report ir and give the name of this 
individual. 


THOMPSON: ‘hen was he taker off retainer by the CIA? 


HELMS: Wher it was ascertained that he was involved 
in the break-in, he was taken off right then. 


THOMPSON: When was it ascertained that he was involved 
in the break-in? 


HELMS: Well, JT assum? when his name was given to us 
by the FBI, which was the, I imagine, within 24 hours or 48 hours 
cr 72 hours after the Freak-in. 


THOMPSON: tow vas this done? Did the CIA communicate 
with Mr. Martinez? Was there any paperwork involved? 
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HELMS: I don't recall the precise details of the way 
it was done. There are many people in the agency who can tell 
you. It may even be in your records already. The agency has 
been most cooperative in turning over lots of written material 
about these various matters, and I imagine it's in there someplace. 
I just don't remember. 


THOMPSON: Well, it seems to me, Mr. Helms, that there 
might well have been concern as to the role of the FBI -- or the 
CIA -- by all parties involved at this particular time, right 
after the break-in in June of '72, if in fact one of the persons 
who had broken in was at that time on retainer by the CIA. Did 
you know at the time of your conversation with Mr. Haldeman and 
Mr. Ehrlichman on the 23rd that Mr. Martinez was in fact on retainer? 


HELMS: I don't recall. I imagine I may have. But 
that doesn't mean that the CIA was involved in the burglary. 


THOMPSON: No, sir. No, sir. I'm... 


HELMS: I don't think you ought to put words in my 
mouth. 


THOMPSON: I didn't think I was. The issue seems to 
be whether or not there was legitimate concern with regard to 
either, at that time, whether the CIA was involved in the burglary, 
or whether or not other covert CIA activities might be exposed, 
or whether or not Haldeman and Ehrlichman, quite frankly, were 
using this as an excuse to cover up the Watergate investigation, 
which also, quite frankly, has been widely implied, to say the 
least. Now, that's what I'm trying to get at. Now, you've already 
mentioned the fact that you had talked to Patrick Gray and there 
was some talk besides the people who had been involved in the 


Watergate break-in. McCord was a former CIA agent. Hunt was 
a former CIA agent. Martinez was on retainer at the time of the 
break-in. Sturgis had former contact -- a former employee of 


the CIA. Also, in Mexico, as I understand, there was some talk 
about an attorney down there as being a CIA contact, I suppose, 
would be the correct way to put that, would it not? 


HELMS: That was what we were asked, if we had any 
connection with him. 


THOMPSON: You talked to Mr. Gray, I believe, on June 
27 about a Mr. Ogario down there, did you not? 


HELMS: The FBI had asked us if this Mexican lawyer 


had any connection with the agency. We conducted an investigation 
to ascertain whether cor not he had, and I reported to Mr. Gray 
that he had no connection with the agency. We knew nothing about 
him. 


THOMPSON: But what I'm trying to get at is the 27th, 
four days after this meeting, there was still some discussion 
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as to whether or not there was a problem with Mr. QOgario. If 
notes are my correct, Mr. Gray called you about this matter at 
11:30 A.M., and you could not or did not respond immediately, 
and you returned Mr.: Gray's call at 3:40 that afternoon and said 
that the CIA did not in fact have any interest in Mr. Ogario. 

Is that your recollection? 


HELMS: But I want to point out, Mr. Thompson, in case 
there's any question in your mind, that whenever we were initially 
asked about this Mexican lawyer, it would have taken a few days 
to ascertain this, to be sure about it. We have to check files 
and records, and we'd have to check with people in Mexico, and 
this is not something that would -trappen from one rirute to the 
next. But I don't recall when Ithe first inquiry yas nede te us 
about a man named Ogario. I just simply know fron the recore, 
since I've consulted the record on this -cint, thet I dic report 
this back to Mr. Gray that we hlad no conrection witt him -- the 
agency had no connection with him -- on the 27th cf dune. 1 believe 
you have documents there in my lown handwriting attesting to this. 


THOMPSON: But, Mr. Helms, cust in order that we're 
clear aS we can be on this, I would like to ask ycu ore nere time 
whether, to the best of your independent recolleciicn, Mr. keldeman 
did say that the opposition was} capitalizing on the Wetercate, 
and five mien had been arrested land that ves adequite. 


HELMS: I can't vouch for those exact vords. tut és 
I reconstructed this meeting wikth General Walters ard wert cver 
it, there was some sort of a leled-in or reference at the tecinning 
of the conversation to this burglary. 


THOMPSON: And it walk efter yetr sittirg there ir the 
same room with General Walters Enc hearire his testimceny that 
it did in fact occur, and it wak cfter yetr readire his nemcrendum 
where he stated that it did in Wact occur. before you first mentioned 
yourself that you recalled thatl it cid ir fact occur. Is thet 


correct? i 
HELMS: That's relathvely -- J'n sure -- that's ccod 
enough, anyway. I 


THOMPSON: J have nol further ctestions. Thenkt yeu. 
SENATOR ERVIN: Senallor Montoye. 


SENATOR JOSCPH MONTONVA: 1 cust have tvo questions, 
fir. Chairman. Thank you. I 

Mr. Ambassador, did fou know Canes “eCorce perecnally? 
MELMS: Yes, Senator Menteye. 


SENATOR HORTOYA: tok’ long tac you krnova him? 
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HELMS: Well, it's hard to tell you when 1 might have 
first met him, but I saw him from time to time during, let's say, 
the time that I was the director of the agency, during those six 
and a half years. I:+recall his having been in my office on two 
or threee occasions on various matters. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: What kind of a man was he? 
HELMS: He had a good reputation. 
SENATOR MONTOYA: And what was his reputation for veracity? 


HELMS: I have never had any cause to question Mr. 
McCord's reputation for veracity. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: Would you say that his reputation 
as a human being, as a man, as an employee was very good? 


HELMS: Yes, it was. He left a good record behind 
him. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: And what can you say about Mr. Hunt? 
Did you know him? 


HELMS: Yes, I did know him. 
SENATOR MONTOYA: What was his reputation? 


HELMS: Well, Mr. Hunt was -- had -- well, he had a 
good reputation. There were some questions at various times during 
his employment about how well he had carried out certain assignments, 
but there was nothing malign about this. It was just a question 
of his effectiveness. Mr. Hunt was a bit of a romantic. He used 
to write books in his spare time, and I think there was a tendency 
sometimes for him to get a little bit carried away with some of 
the things he was involved in, but he'd never done anything illegal 
or nefarious that anybody was aware of, and when he left the agency, 
he left a record -- a decent record behind him. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: What would you say about his reputation 
for veracity? 


HELMS: Well, I've said, sir, that he was a romantic. 
I think that -- I just don't have any way of being able to answer 
that. I would have assumed that in matters of importance he would 
tell the truth. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: Now, since you spent so much time 
as Director of CIA, of the agency, what recommendations can you 
make to this committee concerning new legislation to help preven: 
the misuse of the Central Intelligence Agency for political or 
other purposes, other than the assigned purposes delineated jn 
the act? 


HELMS: Senator Montoya, I don't know how one leaislates 
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these matters. I've never understood how morality and proper 

conduct and decency can be legislated about. The -- in Washington 

over the years there have been many occasions when various people 

have tried to manipulate some organizaton or another in an improper 

way. This is not new to us. We read about it in the papers constantly, 
but how you legislate about this, I swear to you, sir, I don't 

know. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: Would you say that in view of your 
experience, with respect to this episode, there was an attempt 
by some people to manipulate the agency and its facilities? 


HELMS: There was no question that there seemed to 
be an effort to use it, in quotes -~- quote, use it, unquote. 


SENATOR MONTOYA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
SENATOR ERVIN: Senator Weicker. 


SENATOR LOWELL WEICKER: Mr. Ambassador, during the 
time from January the 20th, 1969 ‘til the spring of Vince 


HELMS: January the 20th, 1969? 


SENATOR WEILKER: Right. Well, basically, from. '69 -- 
from the becinning of ‘69... 


HELMS: You mean from Inauguration Day. 
— ee = -8ENATOR WEIGKER: Right -- ‘til the-spring of 1972, 
were there cccasion® when you were ccentacted by cither the Attorney 
General Johr Mitchell or the Deputy Attorney General Robert Kardian? 


HELMS: Wel’. T usec to ¢ce Mr. Mitchell curte frequently 
because Mr. Mitchell had cuties that were given him Ly the President 
that had nothing whetever to ce with the conduct of the affairs 
of the Department of Justice. So 1 saw him with seme regurarity 
in meetings in his oifice on & variciy of matters thet had ve 
do with the affairs cf che agency anc with our various opera’ ions. 

SERATOR WEIDKER: Were thare any times when, in these 
contacts wiih cither M7. Hitchell] -- I don't recelt your hav ng 
said whethe:> cr not :ou'd ever met iiv. Mardian or nav, 


ELMS: - did neet him. << met him om day on Me. Hitchell's 
office, aS 1 mattar of fact. 


SENATOR WICKER: Were tiere any contacrs tyat yo 
had with either Messcs. Mardian or fitchell where vou vere asked 
to bring the CLA into iavestigations of a domesuic niture? 


IELUS: [£ don’: recall aiy Suca meetings. f know that 
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the time that I mentioned that I met Mr. Mardian in Mr. Mitchell's 
office, it's my recollection that the reason he was there was 

that he'd been put in charge of an internal security operation, 

or the division of the Justice Department, and that he was going 
to get together a group of individuals from the various intelligence 
organizations to sit with him in an effort to make up some reports 
and analyses and so forth about domestic unrest and things of 

that kind, but it was always made very clear by me, and I never 
was challenged by Mr. Mitchell, that anything that we contributed 
to these meetings had to be as a result of our work overseas, 

of material we'd developed there which might have some bearing 

on things in the United States, as for example the Fedayeen, the 
terrorists. We'd been working on them. We'd been working on 
certain people involved in drug smuggling and a variety of things. 


SENATOR WEICKER: But, at no time -- in other words -- 
or, there wasn't any sort of a pattern of requests of trying to 
bring the CIA into matters that you would consider properly outside 
the scope of the CIA. I'm not questioning your reaction at all 
here. I just... 


HELMS: I don't recall none, Senator Weicker. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Do you recall discussing with the 
committee staff that you were being pushed into the domestic investi- 
gation area? 


HELMS: This committee staff? 
SENATOR WEICKER: Yes. 


HELMS: Well, at various times, questions have come 
up in -- well, I remember one time there was a discussion with 
some of these -- the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory 
Board about domestic operations and so forth, and they didn't 
think they were going satisfactorily, and could the agency make 
a contribution to this, and ] pointed out to them very quickly 
it could not, there was no way. But this was a matter that kept 
coming up in the context of feelers -- how could we do a better 
job? Isn't there somebody else that can take on some of these 
things? That the FBI isn't doing them as well as they should. 
Are there no other facilities? 


But it was in that context. It was not a direct pressure 
on me -- go do it. 


SENATOR WETCKER: Did you ever consider resigning your 
position as Director cf the CIA because of these types of feelers 
or indications? 


HELMS: No, Senator Weicker. I don't mean to be immodest, 


but I felt that I understood about these matters and these dcelimitations, 
and I thought I could take care of the agency better if I stayed 
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where I was. 


SENATOR WEICKER: I gathered from your statement that 
you have a great pride in the agency. 


HELMS: I do, sir. 


SENATOR WEICKER: And the only point that I'm trying 
to bring out -- and let me just relate to your last answer -- did 
you have any concern that if you left the agency as its director 
that it might get into these other types of areas? 


HELMS: Well, I don't know that my thinking ever went 
quite that far, but -- because I had no reason to suppose that 
my successor would be a man of inadequate caliber. 


SENATOR WEICKER: But you felt that... 


HELMS: That I had been around a long time, and I thought 
I understood pretty well what we were supposed to do and what we 
were not supposed to do, and if there are any sins that the agency 
has commited, they're on my shoulders. I'm not pawning them off 
on anybody else. JI knew the ground rules. I knew the laws and 
all the rest of it, and I did the best I could to keep the agency 
free and clear ana sailing straight. 


SENATOR WEICKER: And I gather you thought -- that you 
yourself felt that it would do just that as long as you were, excuse 
the expression, at the helm, 


HELMS: Yes, Senator Weicker. 


SENATOR WEICKER: In your meeting with Mr. Haldeman 
and Mr. Ehrlichman and General Walters -- and was General Cushman 
there at that meeting, also -- the 23rd, the meeting of the 23rd? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. As I recall it, we were asked to 
come toqether by Senator Syminaton, and General Cushman was sitting 
on my ftett and General Walters was sitting on my right, and we 
were Sitting right tocether at the table. 


SENATOR WEIUKER: Why wouldn't such a request, as Mr. 
Haldeman was making, te made to yout You were the Director of 
the CIA, and the request that was being made was having to do with 
the Acting Director of the FBI, so why not talk to you? Were you 
being taiked around here? J'd Tike to get your impression. 


HELMS: Yee. IT was being talked around, and this -- 
Y don't know exactly in what form this came up, but I was assured 
that it haa been deciced that General Walters was to do the talkina, 
and obviously, I wondered at the time as to why. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Did you express any -~ did you inake 
any comment at the tite? 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


33 


HELMS: Saying that he shouldn't do it? That I should 
do it? 


SENATOR WEICKER: No, that, you know, turning to Mr. 
Haldeman, "Mr. Haldeman, if you've got anything to say to my agency, 
would you please say it to me rather than those that are my subordinates." 


HELMS: No, I did not remonstrate, no. We were sitting 
right there together, the four of us, and it was being made so 
clear that this was the way it was going to be done and had to 
be, or they wanted it done that way. 


SENATOR WEICKER: I have no further questions at this 
time, Mr. Chairman. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Senator Inouye. 


SENATOR DANIEL INOUYE: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman and Mr. Vice Chairman, before proceeding, I'd like 
to thank both of you for your very generous remarks this morning.... 


Mr. Ambassador, you've indicated that as Director of 
the CIA, you have the statutory responsibility for, quote, the 
protection [Interrupted by station identification]. Now, during 
the period from June of '71 until your new assignment in Iran, 
did you have occasion to report on matters falling under that category 
to the President of the United States? 


HELMS: No, sir, I did not report on any matters of 
that kind directly to the President of the United States. We had 
a subcommittee of the United States Intelligence Board charged 
with security. This involved the system of clearances and how 
the conmunity would work together in classifying documents, and 
matters of this kind. When there were leaks which seemed to be 
unauthorized, particularly of material that was in intelligence 
channels, the matter was referred to this USIB security subcommittee 
to see if any information could be ascertained as to what agency 
of government had leaked the information, or what individual in 
what agency of government had given this information out. These 
investigations usually aborted. Efforts were made through the 
security officers of the other agencies to find out who might have 
done these things, but I don't remember any of them coming to any 
successful conclusion. We had no investigative staff for this. 
We had no rights to investigate in the State Department, for example, 
or in the Department of Defense. We simply counted on their people 
to contribute to this effort, but we had very poor results. And 
one of the reasons that I felt burdened by this charge in the statute 
over the years is that it gave me a responsibility which I had 
no devices for carrying out. 


SENATOR INOUYE: Were these discussions ever held in 
the Oval Office or the Cabinet Room or the President's Fxecutive 
Office Building? 


HELMS: Not the discussions on matters having to do 
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with the use of the subcommittee. I'm sure that at various times 
in the four years since January the 20th, 1969, there were discussions 
about leaks. I remember one early in the administration which 
took place in the Oval Office. There were several Cabinet members 
~ there, ard I remember I was there myself. 


SENATOR INOUYE: Were you avare that these conversations 
nay have been taped? y 


HELMS: TI was not. 


SENATOR INOUYE: Mr. Butterfield has testified that 
these. conversations were being taped. Do you think, as Director 
cf the C1A, it is your statutory responsibility to get hold of 
these tepes? 


HLEMS: That it would be my statutory responsibility? 


SENATOR INOUYE: Or whoever the director is today? 
In order not to compromise the CIA. 


HELMS: Frankly, sir, it wouldn't have occurred to me, 
and I didn't know that there were any tanes in existence while 
] was director, anc since then, I really hadn't thought about it. 


SENATOR INOUYE: If you knew that these were being taped, 
co yju think it would be a statutory resoonsibility, under the 
hational Sacurity Act, for the Director of the CIA to call upon 
the white douse anc to receive those tap3s on the grounds that 
ctnyerwise it mignt compromise the sources and mwethods of the CIA? 


HELMS: I wouldn't have thougtt so, Senator Inouye, 
because it's -- we were supposed to protect them against unauthorized 
disclosure, and discussions with the President and his duly cleared 
Cabiieat ministers would not constitute unauthorized disclosure. 

SENATOR INOUYE: A few days ayo we had testimony indicating 
thit three of these tap2s were placed in:o the hands of a private 
citizan, k3pt away from the official custodian for 48 hours. Would 
you ts nsid2r that proper? 

HELMS: TT wosld not consider ‘that proper. 

SENATOR INOUYE: I thank you very much, sir. 

SENATOR ERVIY: Senator Gurnea. 


SENATOR EDWARD GURNEY: Mr. Asibassador, what were Hunt's 
@e23135 of work aft the Cl] 4? : 


HWELiS: Senator Gurney, he was with the agency for many~. 
y2rirs and iad a variety of assignments. 


SINATOS GURN TY: You might pill that mike over... 
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HELMS: I'm sorry. I didn't move it over for you. 
I beg your pardon. 


Had a variety of assignments, and I honestly think it 
would be putting my memory to too much of a test to remember what 
they all were. I remember there was one that he had -- some assignment 
in connection with the operations leading up to the so-called Bay 
of Pigs. But this is readily available in the agency. You could 
get his personnel record, and then it would be accurate. 


SENATOR GURNEY: Oh, I'm not interested in a detailed 
account. I wondered if his areas were in the sort of work that 
he was doing on June 17th? 


HELMS: It would be hard for me to recall. I don't -- 
but I'd -- I just don't remember. 


SENATOR GURNEY: How often does the CIA help out former 
employees in the loan of equipment, as in the case of Mr. Hunt? 


HELMS: Well, I can only say, Senator Gurney, that this 
was an extraordinary exception, and it was done because we had 
been asked to do it by the White House. 


SENATOR GURNEY: Has it ever been done before, to your 
knowledge? 


HELMS: Not to my knowledge. 


SENATOR GURNEY: Well, has it -- do you think it has 
been done before without your knowledge? 


HELMS: This is always possible, Senator Gurney. It's 
a large organization. JI would hope not, but I can't say that it 
had never been done, no, of course not. 


SENATOR GURNEY: But at Teast no other CIA person has 
Said to you that, yes, we did this on some other occasion with 
so-and-so. 


HELMS: I don't recall that having been said to me. 


SENATOR GURNEY: Since this was such an unusual request, 
why did the CIA go ahead and cooperate with Hunt? 


HELMS: Well, General Cushman had already authorized 
this, as I understood at the time, on the basis of Mr. Ehrlichmaon 
having asked that the agency help. At that time, as ] recall i: 


hey 


he was -- General Cushman was siinply told that this was for him 
to conduct an interview. We had no way of knowing whether it wes 
an interview in the United States or an interview overseas. It 


had already been done by the time I] learned about it, and the... 
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SENATOR GURNEY: What was your reaction when Cushman 
told you? 


HELMS: Well, I was not pleased about it because I didn't 
quite understand why it was that he couldn't have acquired these 
things someplace else 


SENATOR GURNEY: Well, I must say that same thought 
occurs to me. If these were routine items of apparatus, the White 
House would certainly have resources enough to get those themselves. 


HELMS: I would have pies so, Senator Gurney. I 
nave learned ~~ I learned when I came back here in May that there 
were some other things given to ham such as a voice changer or 
something, and I believe a wig has become almost legendary in this 
whole matter, but I don't recall anything about the wig at the 
time, but I don't question that it was done. 


SENATOR GURNEY: Did General Cushman ever ask him, “Now, 
Mr. Hunt, what do you want these things for? What are you going 
to use them for?" 


HELMS: Well, General Cushman told me, as I recall it, 
was that he wanted this for a one-time interview, but General Cushman 
can certainly attest to these things for himself. 


SENATOR GURREY: But he didn't tell anything to you. 


HELMS: And at that time, I think it's only fair to 
remember, that nobody had ever suggested that anybody was going 
to do anything illegal or improper. 


SENATOR GURIiEY: I understand. But it's such an unusual 
request, I'm really surprised that no one had a little more curiosity 
about what was going to be done, 


HELMS: Well, it was a very high-Tevel White House official 
who wos asking for this help, and we tried to help, and it didn't 
seem that it was going to do anybody any great harm. 


SENATOR GURGEY: I quess probably your answer would 
be the same to Fir. Young's request about the profile. 


HELMS: Yes. I have eas rearets about being pressured 
inta that On Monday morning there ere a Tet of footbet!l ganes 
that if played aqain iene have vee played differently, and, you 
know, I'm not proud of that one. 


SENATOR GURAEY: There were, of course, these conversations 
with Haldeman and Ehrlichmen which you have described, and Nr. 
Walters, I quess., had athers that he reported to you about, and 
then the conversations with Mr. Gray. And then, of course, the 
conversations with Mr. Dean, when ne was pressing for things like 
bail money and salaries while people might be ¢n prison. Did it 


AVG a d al fe a ‘ 
CVC) proved For’ Heed S00 f08/04 § S1-RDPS4 sag mibboSdost Go pA eae Scales 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


37 


about this time and advise him of these very unusual things that 
were going on in the White House? 


HELMS: Well, sir, my preoccupation at that time and 
all through these months was to keep the agency at a distance from 
this whole problem, and when I saw -- realized that these feelers 
were being made -~ there was never a Proposal made. It was never 
said, "Will you do this?" It was suppository. You know, “Would 
it be possible? Is this something that could happen?" And so 
forth. And since we had stood firm, it seemed to me that that 
was adequate under the circumstances. 


SENATOR GURNEY: Well, I certainly commend you for that, 
and you did do the right thing in keeping the agency out of it. 
In the phone call with Mr. Gray, which you had, did you think in 
this phone conversation that he was trying to involve the CIA in 
any way? 


HELMS: I didn't have that sensation, Senator Gurney. 
The sensation I had was I couldn't quite understand why it was 
that he kept thinking that the CIA was somehow involved. Now, 
what generated this on his part, I don't know to this day, quite 
honestly, but it seemed strange that he should -- well, we seem 
to be running into some CIA involvement. And I couldn't understand 
what he was talking about or how he knew this because I couldn't 
see any involvement, I couldn't find any involvement. And what 
motivated this, I don't know, and I honestly don't know even now. 


SENATOR GURNEY: One final question. Mr. Thompson went 
over this with you, but I'm asking another question, and that of 
course if this business of whether Haldeman and Ehrlichman were 
making their requests, or Mr. Dean, for that matter, at the request 
of the President of the United States. And I don't want to go 
over that testimony again. I've heard it. But let me ask you 
this. In all of these transactions between you and these people, 
and Walters and these people, that were later reported to you, 

did you get any idea at al] that President Nixon was involved in 
any cover-up here and wanting to use the CIA in the cover-up? 


HELMS: President Nixon was not put forward by any of 
these people in their discussions. They were conducting them on 
their own, as far as I was aware. Implicit in this was the fact 
that I was talking to the President's chief of Staff, and what 
conversations he had with the President, he never said, but he 
Was such a senior official that I had to assume that this was Something 
that they wanted done. 


'SIENATOR GURNEY: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. That's 
ail, Mr. Chairman. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Senator Talmadge. 


SENATOR HERMAN TALMAGE: Mr. Ambassador, you've had 
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a long and distinguished career, both as a member of the CIA for 
many years and ultimately its director for more than six years, 
and now as a distinguished ambassador representing the government 
of the United States. Will you tell us why you left as Director 
of the Central Intelligence Agency? 


HELMS: I had a conversation with the President after 
the election. I believe it was on November the 20th at Camp David. 
And we talked about my future, and he indicated that he wanted 
to make a change, and this was in the context of making a lot of 
changes in the administration. I was at that time pushing 60 and 
about to come what we had in the agency as the regular retirement 
aqe. This is not a statutory thing, but T had a policy in the 
agency that when officials got to be 60 that they retired. And 
this therefore seemed a good time to do this. That was why I left. 


SENATOR TALMDAGE: You did not leave on your own initiative, 
then. 


HELMS: I did not submit my resignation in the form 
of -- obviously, the President always has your resignation. You 
do serve at the pleasure of the President for the time being. 
That's what the commission says, so that this was a mutually-arrived- 
at arrangement. 


SENATOR TALMDAGE: You didn't have any impression that 
you had been pushed out? 


HELMS: Well, it wasn't put to me that way, anyway. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: In other words, when the President 
makes a suggestion, you don't have to determine whether you're 
being pushed, shoved or led, do you? Would that be an affirmative 
answer? [No audible response.] Thank you, sir. 


Did the White House contact you for a reference when 
they employed Mr. Hunt? ~ 


HELMS: No, sir. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: Didn't you think that was strange 
to employ an ex-represcntative of the CIA without checking on his 
credentials with the director of that agency? 


HELMS: I did, Senator Talmadge. In fact I went to 
some trouble at the time to see if anybody else in the acency had 
been checked with other than me. In other words, had they yore 
to the personnel office, had they gone to the security office? 
And I established there'd been no contact made with the agency 
anywhere about Mr. Hunt. 


SENATOR TALTIADGE: No contact whatever? 
HELMS: None. 
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SENATOR TALMADGE: Now, what was your reaction when 
Mr. Young came to you in the summer of 1971 and informed you that 
the President's assistant, Mr. Ehrlichman, had assigned him to 
lead a White House investigation of security leaks? Were you surprised 
that that was being handled outside the FBI? 
HELMS: I suppose that I was, Senator Talmadge, but 
there had been so much talk about leaks and so much concern about 
them in this particular era, that I suppose that what would have 
been normal surprise was somewhat dulled by this fact that maybe 
they weren't getting very far in establishing how these leaks had 


occurred, and this was somewhat of an extra effort to get into 
this. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: Didn't J. Edgar... 

HELMS: I want to say to you now that I never dreamed 
that this was going to lead to a kind of an activist role. I thought 
this was pulling the material together and doing those things which 
for years had been done in the government. This is not the first 
President who's been concerned about leaks. That's been a kind 
of an endemic and chronic concern in the White House ever since 
I can remember. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: Didn't J. Edgar Hoover have a reputation 
for running a pretty tight ship? 


HELMS: He did. 
SENATOR TALMADGE: And an efficient organization. 
HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: And anything relating to a domestic 
activity, the FBI normally handled. 


HELMS: They did, and he insisted on it. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: And you insisted on handling the 
foreign activity. 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 

SENATOR TALMADGE: And you had a perfectly valid agreement 
between the two of you as to who would encroach on what activities 
or not encroach on them, did you not? 

HELMS: We did, Senator Talmadge. 

SPRPAIOR TALMADGE: And it worked very well. 

HELMS: Yes, sir. 

SENATOR TALMADGE: And you think in the national interest. 
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HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR TALMADGE: Now, when they requested of you that 
you do this psychological profile of Dr. Ellsberg, how could such 
a profile be made if psychiatric records were not obtained? 


HELMS: Well, sir, there's a question of terminology, 
senator Talmadge, about this. The pscyhological profiles which 
the agency had been doing on foreign individuals were not based 
on psychiatric records, they were based on general intelligence 
infromation, and from this information and from interviews and 

things of that kind, all this material was put together and an 
effort vas mede to drew a prefile of this man as to what kind of 
a humen beinc he was. Eut there was never implicit in this ever 
that you had to have -sychiatric material ir order to do it. 


SENATOR TALFADEE: In other words, you didn't have to 
rut him on the couch. 


HELMS: No, sir. And nene of them ever were put on 
the ccuch. 


SENATOR TALtADCE: 2 believe yeu testified that the 
only involvenent tre (IA had in this entire operation was to provide 
a tape recorcer anc a camera to Br. Young. 


HELMS: Sir. that was te Mr. Fent. 


SENATOR TALKADCE: Mr. Hunt. /ne that was dore at a 
request from Mr. Ehrlichman? 


HELMS: My recollecticn of hey that heppened was «+ 
and General Cushman, } believe. will be here sortly and, you know, 
—~—— -— -can clarify this specificelly. it wes7my—impressitn that Mr. Hunt 
cane to see Cereral Custman end askec him for these thines, havine 
been sponsored by Mr. Elrlichman. 


Siti TOR TELPACCE: Is it ycur urderstarcine, cver the 
yeers, thet when an asscstant to the Fresicert cf the United States 
cr the chief cf stzft ci the Presidert of the Lrited Stetes or 
the counsel to the Presscent or security acviser te the President 
requests infcrnatiors ctr naterials or equipment frem the CYA that 
this recuest is from the Fresident? 

HELPS: Wel?. this is implicit in it, sir. Ard Presidents 
have tended in recent ‘ears to operate cPreuch these prircipal 
essistents beccuse they can't be cn the telejhcne e171 the time 
themselves, ene one celts usec to this course of cealinrg. 


SEHATOP TALIA ECE: And if you would have tlescht otherwise, 
it wouldn't eve Leer ccnplied with. 


HEGRSS Thet’s pent. 
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[Laughter] 

SENATOR BAKER: Obviously the result would not bear 
that out, but you see what I'm searching for, whether or not he 
was in fact proficient, notwithstanding that his performance was 
not proficient. 


HELMS: That was not his function in the agency, as 
I ever recall it, to do this kind of thing. 


SENATOR BAKER: When did Mr. McCord leave the employ 
of the CIA? 


HELMS: In 1970. I've forgotten in what month he retired, 
perfectly legitimately. 


GENATOR BAKER: It was a normal, ordinary retirement 
from the CIA. 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 

SENATOR BAKER: At his request? 

HELMS: As far as I know. 

SENATOR BAKER: What about Mr. Hunt? I believe your 
testimony is that he worked for the agency for fifteen years, approxi- 
mately. Did you know him? 


HELMS: ...2 just don't exactly remember how many years. 


SENATOR BAKER: Anyway, for a significant length of 
time. 


HELMS: I did know him. Yes, sir. 
SENATOR BAKER: How well did you know him? 


HELMS: I knew him relatively well because he and I, 
over many years, worked in the same general section of the agency. 


SENATOR BAKER: What was his responsibility at the agency? 


HELMS: Well, as I replied to Senator Gurney, he had 
a variety of assignments, and I would plead with you to simply 
ask the agency to give you the employment record because I don't 
recall it. I do recall that he had an assiqnment in connection 
with the operations leading up to the Bay of Pigs. I do recall 
that. 


SENATOR BAKER: Can you describe for us what sort of 
activity he had in the Bay of Pigs operation? 


HELMS: I think he had to do with certain aspects of 
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the propaganda in connection with it, the propaganda against the 
Cuban government, the Castro government. 


SENATOR BAKER: This wast a CIA operation. 
HELMS: Yes. i 


SENATOR BAKER: And this! would have been in the early 
‘60s, I believe. I 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR BAKER: Was Mr. Hunt familiar with electronic 
surveillance and surreptitious entry? 


HELMS: I honestly don'ti know. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Huntl, I believe, was on the payroll 
in some capacity with the CIA. Wasl he an employee or a contractor? 


HELMS: He was an employlee. 
SENATOR BAKER: And I believe you indicated the. 
HELMS: Staif employee is what we call them. 


SENATOR BAKER: And thatl continued through shortly after 
June 17th, 1972, 


HELMS: No He retired &nd went to work in Washington 
for somebody else, and he retired sbisetime in 1970. 


SENATOR BAKER: Now, Mr.t Hunt was not 62 or G5. Did 
he retire on disability? | 


HELMS: No, sir. fle retired because he was anxious 

to make more money than he a makel in the government, He had 

had some financial problems due to khe fact that a daughter had 
been in a bad accident and nee aa floped some illnesses, I beleive 
physical as well as psychiatric, buf he had run up a lot of doctors' 
bills, and he had a suit in connecthon with this accident, and 
I belicve he was looking for an oppbrtunity to make more money 
than he could with the government. 


SENATOR SAKER: Was Hr. Liddy ever employed by the ClA? 


HEELERS: eg Re i 

SEHATOR BAKER: Gr have &ny cannection with it? 

HELLAS: Well. that having any connection with, J’ve 
round, tS very dangerous. { have 16 wetch myself about this. 


i was never aware of any connectiontthat he had with the aqency. 
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; SENATOR BAKER: Did anyone ever inquire of you whether 
Liddy had any relationship to the CIA? 


HELMS: Well, I've been asked this at various times, 
and I've given the same answer that I have to you. 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes. I'm not really trying to establish 
SO much that he did or did not have a relationship, as I am trying 


to establish whether or not an inquiry was made, particularly by 
the White House staff or someone connected with the investigation 
of the Watergate Subsequent to June 17th. 

HELMS: I was never aware of any inquiry, 

SENATOR BAKER: Aq} right. What about Mrs. Hunt ? 

HELMS: Somewhere in the dimness of my recollection -- 
could ‘we consult the actual employment records. It seems to me 
that Mrs. Hunt was at one time employed by the agency, before she 
married him or something. I'm not sure about that. 

SENATOR BAKER: There's been published speculation to 
the effect that Mrs. Hunt was very closely involved with the CIA 
and possibly the superior of her husband, Mr. Hunt. Could you 
give me any insight into that? 

HELMS: Well, that's not true. 

SENATOR BAKER: Okay. 


HELMS: Wasn't she employed in some embassy here in 
Washington in recent years, before she died? 


SENATOR BAKER: I don't really think that may be mutually 
exclusive, Mr. Helms. 


HELMS: Well, ‘it is. TI Want to make that clear. It 


SENATOR BAKER: Perfectly clear. 

HELMS: Perfectly clear. 

[Laughter] 

SENATOR BAKER: put you have some dim recollection thet 
Mrs. Hunt may at one time have been employed by the CIA, but you 
commend to us the check of the CIA records. 

HELMS: I would appreciate it if you would do that. 

SENATOR BAKER: 9 Mr. Chairman, I ask that that be done 


by staff. What about Mr. Barker? I believed you testified that 
he had some relationship to the CIA? 
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HELMS: But that was a contractual relationship, and 
I believe was in the early ‘60s, during the time when there was 
a great deal of activity in Florida over Cuban operations. I believe 
he was terminated in the middle ‘60s, and I don't believe there 
was any relationship’ with him after that time. 


SENATOR BAKER: Did you know Mr. Barker? 

HELMS: No. 

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Sturgis? 

HELMS: Wo. I don't know him either. 

SENATOR BAKER: Was he employed at one time by the CIA? 


HELMS: In your files, Senator Baker, there's the testimony, 
which is classified, that I gave on February 7th before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, in which I discussed all these gentlemen, 
and I was much better up to speed about their relationships at 
that time than I am now, and if you would mind consulting that 
record, I] would accept it. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, in that respect, I would 
propose something, that the testimony of this witness and others 
hegore the Committee on Foreian Relations, taken on May 17th, 1973, 
March 6th, 1973, and tee Committee on Appropriations on Nay 16th, 
1973, and there's one other one. Which one is that? On February 
7th, 1973 -- be incorporated in the files and records of the committee, 
with leave of the committee to decide what portions of that transcript 
way be excerpted for daclusion in the record, a$ appropriate. 


SENATOR ERVIN: If there’s no objection, that will be 
done. 


SENATOR BAKLR: Mr. Martinez worked for the CIA, and 
1) believe he's the one who was taken off the payroll shortly after 
June 17th, 1972. Did you know Kr. liartinez? 


HELMS: No, sir. 


SEHATOR BAKER: Is he the only one who was taken off 
the payroll after June 17th? 


HELMS: There were none others on it. 
STHATOR BAKER: Well, £ guess the answer is yes. 


felis? ~ Sess 


SEUATOR BAUER: Thank you. And Mr. Martinez was receiving 
a hundred dallars a mwenth. 
HELHS: Theot's my recollection, but that's in the February 
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7th testimony. 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, I won't burden the record further 
with inquiry in that' respect. 


SENATOR BAKER: According to my understanding of the 
Summary of the staff interviews with you, Mr. Helms, these things 
appear. And I'll go through them, if you don't mind, and stop 
as you may request, or you may comment on them after I finish. 


On July 7th, 1971, General Cushman received a call from 
Ehrlichman advising that Hunt, a former CIA employee, had been 
added to the security office at the White House. This information 
Was passed on by Cushman to you on July 8th. 


HELMS: Senator Baker, the only -- I interrupt only 
to say that I had never heard that he had been added to the security 
office at the White House. 1 just heard that he'd been employed 
Pyne White House. I don't know whether they have a security 
office. 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes, but in any event, someone thought 
to notify the agency that a former employee of the CIA had been 
added to the White House staff. 

HELMS? “Yes: 


SENATOR BAKER: So it was clear that someone at the 
White House knew that this man was a former CIA agent. 


HELMS: Yes. I can only assume that. 


SENATOR BAKER: And on July 22nd, according to our informa 


tion -- and this I understand to be based on a summary of your 
interview with the staff -- on July 22nd, Hunt visited General 
Cushman and requested the agency, the CIA, to furnish him with 
identification documents, an alias, and physical disguises. Are 
you aware of that? 


HELMS: Yes, I am because I've seen a document recording 
that meeting. 


SENATOR BAKER: And they were supplied, 
HELMS: Yes, yes, 


SENATOR BAKER: Was there any protest to the supplying 
of this material to Mr. Hunt? 


HELMS: Well, as I testified earlier, when I was informed 
Gi this, somewhat later, some of the items you mentioned, I don't: 
recall having been told that he'd been given, and it was the tape 
recorder and the camera that I recall] having been told about, ane 
that's what sticks in my memory. 
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SENATOR BAKER: Have you later learned, on good authority, 
particularly from agency authority, that Hunt requested and received 
bogus identification documents, an alias and a physical disguise? 


HELMS: Yes. That was a voice-changer, wasnt't it? 
And a wig. 


SENATOR BAKER: I was coming to that. Then on several 
occasions, Hunt met with CIA people and received further alias 
documentation, specifically the name of Edward Joseph Warren, disguise 
material, which I believe may have included a wig, a speech-alteration 
device, which some of use would devoutly wish for, a recorder in 
a typewriter case, and a camera in a tobacco pouch. 


HELMS: I have learned that that was what he was given. 


SENATOR BAKER: And all those things were requested 
of Hunt of the CIA, and CIA supplied them, and this postdate of 
the time when you were notified this former CIA agent was going 
to work for the White tiouse. 


HELMS: Yes. 


SENATOR BAKER: Was Mr. Liddy present, did you know 
or have you since learned, on more than one of these meetings, 
and receive similar disguises and alias documentation, especially 
in the name of George +. Leonard, at Mr. Hunt's request? 


HELMS: Senator Baker, I've never met Mr. Liddy. I 
don't know Mr. Liddy. 


SENATOR BAKER: Did you receive this information? 


HELMS: I was given this information in May of this 
year. 


SENATOR BAKER: By CIA people? 


HELMS: Yes. Is it not true that at the time that this 
material was given to fir. Liddy, it was given to him under an alias? 

SENATOR BAKER: I believe under the name of George F. 
leonard. 


HELMS: That may be. 
SENATOR BAKER: But 1 understand *!:. name of George 
F. Leonard, together with the alias documentation, with supplied 
by CIA, 
HELHS: Yes. My only point was that at the time, he 
j 


was not identified, believe, to the CIA people, as Mr. Liddy, 


was he? 
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SENATOR BAKER: I'm not sure, Mr. Helms. 
HELMS: I didn't think he was. 


SENATOR BAKER: He may or may not have been, but my 
notes indicate here that Mr. Liddy, at the request of Mr. Hunt, 
was supplied with an alias, to wit, George F. Leonard, and alias 
documentation to verify that identity, by sne CIA, and this postdate 
of the time when the White House had serves notice on CIA that 
a former agent, Mr. Hunt, was coming into their employ. 


On August 24th, Mr. Hunt delivered to the CIA film, 
which he had taken, for developing, and it was in fact developed 
by the CIA. Did you know or have you sincse learned that? 


HELMS: I've been told that the. was -- that occurred. 


SENATOR BAKER: And the CIA delivered prints from those 
negatives to Mr. Hunt and kept file copies of the prints on negatives 
in the CIA records. 


HELMS: I was -- I don't know aout these events from 
firsthand, so what I may have been informe? may not be accurate. 
I had thought that when the film was developed, the developed film 
was returned, plus the films themselves, thit the only thing the 
agency retained was some sort of a Xerox o* the photographs. The 
negative is not still in the possession o7 the agency, I believe. 


SENATOR BAKER: But prints were. 
HELMS: Xeroxes. 


SENATOR BAKER: All right. Xevr-x prints. Some sort 
OF 06% 


HELMS: I say this, Senator Baker, only in the interest 
of precision because photographs that have been Xeroxed are not 
as clear as the original prints. 


SENATOR BAKER: I agree with you. They certainly are 
not. But one of those photographs, we lez: from another part 
of the record, was a picture, I believe, oi Mr. Liddy standing 


in front of the decimated files of Dr. Eli.%erg's psychiatrist, 
which was a rather graphic form of identification. 


HELMS: I'm unaware of that. 


SENATOR BAKER: But you are aweres that some form of 
photographic record, probably a Xerox copy, of the photographs 
of the Ellsberg break-in were retained in tue CIA file. 


HELMS: Yes. 
SENATOR BAKER: And that CIA received the film fron 
Hunt and developed it. 
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HELMS: That's correct. But may I say that at that 
time nobody knew what these films represented. I've been told 
that since, too. 


SENATOR BAKER: Surely it would arouse some modest amount 
of curiosity to see that, and I wont' pursue that any further because 
that's not the point I'm reachine for, but on August 26th you were 
advised of increasing demands mace by Mr. Hunt. He'd already made 
several which had been acceded tc, the ones I've just described, 
but increasing demands from CIA for technical and other assistance, 
including that to be supplied with a personal secretary then located 
in Paris. Did you have personal knowledge of that? 


HELMS: I did, and it was at that time that I spoke 
to General Cushman, as I've already... 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes. That was, in effect, the straw 
that broke the camel's back. 


HELMS: Yes, sir. You put it very well. 


SENATOR BAKER: And yous declined to go any further, 
and my information based on the staff interview with you, Mr. Ambassador, 
indicates that you were apprised of these facts by Cushman and 
that you told Cushman that Hunt hid now gone too far and that Cushman 
should tell Ehrlichman that no further assistance would be afforded 
to Hunt. 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR BAKER: Cushmai did apprise Ehrlichman on August 
27th, and on August 30th Cushman sent a memorandum on which you 
wrote the words "good" -- or the vord "good." 


HELMS: Yes, sir. Would you please read what General 
Cushman wrote to me on which I wrote the word good. I think that 
makes... 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes, sir. I don't have that in the 
summary staff gave me, but I've nox been handed what appears to 
be a Xerox copy of a memorandum eititled, at the top, Official 
Routing Slip. Item 6 says Howard Hunt, and under remarks, with 
the date 27 Mugust, 1971 in the 12fthand margin, Quote: I called 
John Ehrlichman Friday and explaiied why we could not meet these 
requests. I indicated Hunt was b2coming a pain in the neck. John 
said he would restrain Hunt. 


And below that is the initial "C," I take it. 


HELMS: Which was Cushiin's initial. 
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SENATOR BAKER: And below that is the word “good," with 
the initial... 


HELMS: "RH." 
SENATOR BAKER: “RH." That's the document. 
HELMS: A Tittle hard to read, but that's what it is. 


SENATOR BAKER: Yeah, that, too, is a Xeroxed copy. 
Mr. Chairman, this does not appear to be in the record. If it 
is not, might I ask that it be included now as an exhibit to the 
witness' testimony. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Let it be marked appropriate[ly] as 
an exhibit and admitted to the record as such. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Helms, isn't it clear from all of 
this that the CIA, at whatever level, and you, to some extent, 
were aware of the fact that Mr. Hunt, at least, was deeply involved 
in White House activity with CIA support, as I and that you blew 
the whistle after a great number of things had already occurred? 


HELMS: Senator Baker, if we go to July and August of 
1971, I certainly was totally unaware of any illegal activity, 
any improper activity, or anything that would have raised the question 
about the type of thing that MMr. Hunt was involved in. I assure 
you there hadn't been any intimation whatever that there was any 
question of a burglary, there was any question of stealing anything, 
there was any question of his having committed any illegal or improper 
act. 


SENATOR BAKER: I don't doubt that, Mr. Helms. I take 
your testimony the same way I do the testimony of every other witness. 
I start with the good faith assumption that you swear the truth. 

And I have no reason to doubt that, unless other and contradictory 
evidence is made to appear. But I don't suggest that I'm trying 
to lead you into a contradiction. I'm rather trying to establish 
a relationship of which the White House or the CIA would base its 
perception of the fear that CIA might have been involved in these 
things. 


Now, let's see how that goes. We've got Hunt; we've 
got McCord; we've got barker; we've got Sturgis; we've got Martinez; 
we've got two sets of forged identity documents; we've got a voice 
alterating device: we've got a wig; we've got a camera and tobacco 
pouch; we've aot the processing service for that; we've got the 
certain knowledge that all these things were discussed between 
White tieuse staff anc CIA staff. And I wonder if that doesn't 
lead us to the idea that when these people are caught that somebody 
would certainly say, “Ylell, what was the CIA involvenent?" 


HELMS: Well, Senator Baker, I have the greatest respect 
for you, and if those were the thought processes that have gone 
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through your mind,- (have no reason to argue with them. I simply, 
a moment ago, was not trying to make a self-serving statement. 

I was simply trying to indicate that there has been a tendency, 

it seems to me, in recent times to have everything run in real 
time as though all of these things were known and had happened 

and that, therefore, I should have had the good sense to know this 
thing or that thing at a certain period of time. And I simply 

was trying to point out that this was not the case. 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, I'm accepting that at face value. 
And by the same token, I hope, Mr. Ambassador, you don't think 
these questions are accusatory, certainly not of you, maybe not 
even of CIA, probably not even of CIA. But I'm trying to establish 
a set of facts on which perceptions might or might not be based, 
particularly whether or not an inquiry should be made after the 
arrest and the attendant publicity about whether or not the people 
involved were, in fact, CIA involved. I'm not saying they were, 
I'm trying to establish the validity of an inquiry in that respect. 
And I've not made up my mind on that point. I'm going to weigh 
that very carefully, as I'm going to weigh all the other evidence, 
and it's going to be February 28th before I state a conclusion. 
But your identification of these components is very helpful to 
me, and I am grateful for it. 


Mr. Chairman, I'l] conclude. I'm sure my time is over. 
jut I can't conclude without saying that I think Mr. Helms, at 
great personal sacrifice, has aqreed to appear before this committee 
and other committees, that his information has been most helpful, 
that his testimony has been forthright, I believe, and forthcoming. 
Tt may be that at a future time we'll require further information 
Tromi fr. Helis, but I hope not. He has a very important post to 
return to. But at this point, Mr. Chairman, I have no further 
questions. 


HELMS: Thank you, Senator Baker. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Is not the Director of the CIA appointed 
by the President, subject to confirmation by the Senate? 


HELMS: Yes, Mr. Chairman. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Does the same thing apply to the Deputy 
Director? 


HELMS: Yes. Mr. Chairman. 

SENATOR ERVilt: Now, inasmuch as these materials were 
furnished to Mr. Hunt in July and fuaust, 1971 at the request of 
hr. John Ehrtichman, is it not reasonable to assume that tn “hite 
house knew tnat Mr. Hunt was encaged in undercover work; that [7 
hr. Ehrlichtman knew thet Hr. liunt was enqanded in undercover work? 


BELES: Well, Mr. Chairman, I can only assume that if 
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Mr. Ehrlichman asked that Mr. Hunt be helped -- I realize that 
in this life assumptions are very dangerous -- one would have assumed 


that he'd asked for this help for some reason, and he must have 
known what the reason was, or, at least, I would've assumed that 
he would have known what the reason is. But I can't prove it, 
and I don't know, and I didn't know myself at the time. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, you do know that Mr. Ehrlichman 
requested it, that Mr. Ehrlichman was a very important aide in 
the White House and he requested this aid for Mr. Hunt. And also 
you know that the CIA put an end to the -- when the CIA put an 
end to giving help to Mr. Hunt that Mr. Ehrlichman was notified 
that Mr. Hunt had become a pain in the neck. So didn't it strike 
you -- when you learned of these things, didn't it strike you as 
Strange that the White House would engage in undercover work on 
its own iniative, rather than resort to the use of the FBI? 


HELMS: You know, Senator Ervin, at that time there 
was no intimation that this was even undercover work. What I understood 
Mr. Hunt had told General Cushman was that he wanted to conduct 
an interview; and there was no intimation that this was undercover 
work. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, I hear that the wig -- that -- 
you didn't think that the wig was to improve the -- the appearance 
or the pulchritude of Mr. Hunt, did you? 


[Laughter] 


HELMS: TI assume, in retrospect, because I didn't remember about 
the wig at the time, Mr. Chairman, as I have testified, but I have 
assumed in retrospect that Mr. Hunt wanted to conduct this interview 
disguising himself as someone else. 


SENATOR ERVIN: You... 
HELMS: But we didn't know that at the time. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, when a man undertakes to disquise 
himself as someone else he's engaged in undercover work, isn't 
he: 


HELMS: Well, we get -- we run into a definitional problem 
here. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, you didn't think that he got -- 
applied for this voice alteration device in order to sing a ditferent 
part in a choir, did you? 


HELMS: Mr. Chairman, my problem here is that at the 
time that this was qoing on I do not recall having been told thet 
he had been given a wig and a voice alteration device. ] found 
that out in May of this year. Se that this business of the «+ 
of -- however one interprets undercover work or however one defines 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


o4 


it, no intimation was given to me at that time that Hunt was involved 
in undercover work. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, we -- we've had some discussion 
here -- rather, some observation and some discussion that a lot -- 
that most of us human beings are sort of like lightning bugs: 
we carry our illumination behind and see better in retrospect 
that we do in prospect. But in retrospect don't you think it 
would be reasonable to infer that Mr. Hunt was engaged in something 
that might be called detective work, if not undercover work? 


HELMS: Yes, in retrospect... 

SENATOR ERVIN: Or covert activities. 

HELMS: Certainly. 

SENATOR ERVIN: Now, the -- the same thing I believe 
that you -- that Mr. Liddy was furnished some material under an 
alias, not under his own name, during this same period of time. 

HELMS: I believe tnat's true. 

SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. Wow, in -- I believe -- you 
stated that when you -- you learned of the break-in at the Watergate, 
1 believe, you were out of the country and read it. 

HELMS: No, I -- I] was here, Senator. 

SENATOR ERVIN: You were here? 

HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR ERVIN: I thought you said something about 
reading it in a foreign -- in an American... 


HELMSS  Ay0s. “Sars 
SENATOR ERVIN: ...a foreign language newspaper. 


HELMS: Wo, Mr. Chairman, the question that I was 
asked which I read about was the break-in of Dr. Fielding's office. 


SENATOR ERVIN: On, yes. That's right. I beg your 
pardon. I remember now. And it -- it just shows that even the 
chairnan of this cowmiittee is not -- doesn't heve a infailible 
tiemory For something he's heard just &@ few minutes before. 


How, after the break-in, when was the first time after 
the break-in you had any contacts with anybody from the Waite 
House? 


HELHS: lt was at that June 23rd meeting. 
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SENATOR ERVIN: Twenty-third? You and General Walters 
were requested by the White House to -- to come to the White House, 
were you not? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. We were asked to come to Mr. Ehrlichman's 
office. 


SENATOR ERVIN: And you had a -- a conversation with 
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrtichman... 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR ERVIN: ...iS that correct? And they expressed 
concern about the possibility that if the FBI continued certain 
investigations in Mexico that it might interfere with some of 
the activities of the CIA? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. Did they mention exactly what 
activities the FBI had in Mexico? 


HELMS: No, sir; they did not. 
SENATOR ERVIN: Was anything said about Mexican checks? 


HELMS: Mr. Chairman, it is my recollection -- and 
I can only say my honest recollection -- that the first time I 
heard about any money or checks going to Mexico was later on the 
day of the 23rd when General Walters reported to me about his 
conversation with acting-Director Gray in the aftern- -- earlier 
in the afternoon. I believe it -- that happened about an hour 
and a half after we'd been with Hr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman. 
And Mr. Gray had mentioned to General Walters, as I recall it, 
that there was something about a check for something over 380,000 
that had showed up in Mexico. But this was the first I'd heard 
of that money. 


SENATOR ERVIN: That -- that was on -- after your -- 
your visit to the White House but on the same day of your visit 
to the White House? 


HELMS: That's right. I -- I don't recall Mr. Haldeman 
or Mr. Ehrlichman mentioning anything about money. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, did they say anything -- did 
either one of them say anything, what specific matters qave ‘en, 
the White House, concern about the possibility that FBI investigations 
might some way collide with a set-up of the CIA? 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


56 


HELMS: No explanation was given, Mr. Chairman. And, 
as I testified earlier this morning, it was not possible for me 
to know everything that we were doing in Mexico or what the FBI 
might be running into, and I simply thought it was prudent to 
do some checking before I got assertive about this. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Wow, the Director of the CIA -- or 
the acting-Director of CIA is also a presidential appointee, isn't 
he? 


HELMS: The Director and the Deputy Director of Central 
Intelliqence are hy statute presidential appointees and subject 
to the advice and consent of the Senate. 


SENATOR ERVIN: And the same thing that recently -- 
been -- happened with respect to the Director of the FBI, hasn't 
it? Or has it? 


HELMS: I -- I believe it has. 
SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. 
HELMS: I think that he now is subject to confirmation. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Well, anyway, after you had -~ you -- 

after you and General Walters had visited the White House and 
had a conversation with Mr. Haldeman and Ur. Ehrlichman in which 

they expressed concern about the possibility of FBI investigations 

in Mexico colliding with the poli- -- the -- the ac- -- work of 

the -- of the agents of the CIA, General Walters did receive a 
communication from Hr. Gray, the acting-Director of the FBI, concerning 
these Mexican checks? 


HELMS: I believe that acting-Director Gray spoke 
to him in their meetine about this. I don't remember a communication - 
I mean. a written comrnunicatton. 


SEWATOR ERVIN: Did -- did the Director of the F- -- 
I mean, did Mr. Gray sey anytning about, express any concern as 
to whether the FBI1 operations might impede on the CIA in some 
manner in pursuing an investigation about these $89,000 in checks, 
Mexican checks? 


HELNS: Mr. Chairman, I fienestly don't remember. 
but J] believe that General Walters, wne had the conversation, 
who I believe will testify here, might ‘cc able to clarify this 
for you, ‘cause he was the one, after ail, that was with him. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Now, in addition ta -. then -- then 
you or General Walters had several weetings or phone ceils with 
Mr. Gray about tais waiter? 


HELMS: Ky recollection is that during this period 
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I did -- I personally did not see acting-Director Gray; I talked 
to him on the telephone. It was only General Walters who visited 
with him and talked with him. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Did you talk to -- to Mr. Gray about 
the Mexican checks? 


HELMS: I never talked to him about Mexican checks. 
I talked to Mr. Gray on the phone about this Mexican lawyer. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Ogarrio, or something like that. 
HELMS: Yes, that's right. 
SENATOR ERVIN: But he -- but you -- Generals Walters 


did report to you that in his meetings with Mr. Gray that Mr. 
Gray talked about the Mexican checks? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. He did. 
SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. 
HELMS: But... 

SENATOR ERVIN: And... 


HELMS: ...aS I recall this now, it was a sum in excess 
of $80,000 on the check, but nobody ever explained to me at that 
time what this money was for or how it got there or anything about 
its purpose. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Then after that time the CIA, acting 
either through you or General Walters, undertook to make it perfectly 
clear to Mr. Gray that they could -- that the FBI's investigation 
into the matters relating to these Mexican checks would not interfere 
with the CIA? 


HELMS: Well, sir, wnat we made clear to Mr. Gray 
was that if by any chance they ran into any of our operations 
they were to abide by our long-time understanding and notify us. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. And that ended the matter as 
far as CIA and the Mexican checks is concerned, didn't it? 


HELHS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Then a short time after that the -- 
Mr. Dean contacted the CIA on two successive days. 


HELMS: Three successive days. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Three successive days. And the CIA 
assumed that he was representing the White House, didn't it? 
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HELMS: Well, you see, Mr. Chairman, when he -- Mr. 
Dean called General Walters, General Walters was not acquainted 
with Mr. Dean. And since, I think, that somehow in the conversation 
General Walters intimated that why -should he come down and talk 
to Mr. Dean, Mr. Dean said, “You get ahold of Nr. Ehrlichman, 
and he will attest to the fact that I'm authorized to talk to 
you." And General Walters told me he had reached Mr. Ehrlichman 
and that Mr. Ehrlichman had so stated. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. And then in these conversations, 
just in the interest of how I might lump ‘em together, the first 
approach that Mr. Cean made was that ne requested that the CIA 
pay the defense costs and the support of these five men that had 
then been -- that had been caught in the Watergate? 


HELMS: Mr. Chairman, may I with great deference correct 
your statement? 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes, sir. 


HELMS: These were feelers to find out if there was 
some way the CIA might do -- according to General Walters' reports 
to me, he was never requested to do anything. 


SENATOR ERVIi: Yes. Well, Mr. Dean made inquiries 
of -- of General Walters as to whether or not there was any way 
in which the CIA could bear these costs? 


HELMS: I think that's probably a cood description. 


SENATOR ERVIN: And then on a succeeding day, why, 
he made -- after he was advised by General Walters that the CIA -- 
that would be beyond tne authority of the CIA end that he knew 
that you wouldn't countenance, then Nr. Dean returned and asked 
if they could arrange --.if the CIA could arrange bail for the 
persons arrested in tne Watergate? 


HELMS: I have distinct recollections -- and why this 
stuck so firmly in my mind I'm not entirely sure -- it was on 
the second day [words uninteiligible due to technical difficulty] 
...three sessions, Honcay, iuesday, and Wednesday, and it was 
at the fuesday session that these matters came up. 


SENATOR ERVIN: ilow, you stated that you did the best 
you couid, and you did succeed in stopping any further advances 
to the CIA in this resivect. And | presume that in so doing you 
were acting under the statute and pursuant to the statute which 
says that the CIA is - has no Jaw enforcement powers of a domestic 
nature and nas no function in regard to tnternal security. 


HELNS: bub not onty that, Mr. Chatrman, but a trust 
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is put in the Director of Central Intelligence about the money 

that's given to him by Congress and there are certain understandings 
with the appropriations committees of Congress about what this 

money shall be spent for and how it shall be handled. And I was 

very clear in my mind about those. And there was nothing about 

this request that we could have accommodated within those guidelines. 


SENATOR ERVIN: And that was made very clear to Mr. 
Dean? 


HELMS: I believe it was. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Now, there's been some examination 
indicating that perhaps you and General Walters had some discrepancy, 
there was some discrepancy of a slight nature in the testimony 
you gave before, 1 believe, Senator Symington's... 


HELMS: That's right. 
SENATOR ERVIN: ...committee? 


HELMS: And the -- this -- this understanding was 
all hanging out there in the committee. I mean, this is just 
the problem of human recollection. And I realize that through 
these hearings, I was told by some gentlemen this morning, that 
people seem to have a good forgetory when they get to this chair. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. 


HELMS: I don't pretend to be any better or any worse 
than anyone else. And my memory is fallible from time to time. 
But I'm doing my very best at all of these hearings to tell you 
what I remembered at the time. But -- and as far as the small 
disagreements between General Walters and I were concerned, when 
we'd talked it over and analyzed the conversation and reconstructed 
it, I have to admit I'd forgotten. 


SENATOR ERVIN: This -- this is not -- tne question 
I'm asking isn't any indi- -- intimation of any criticism at all... 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR ERVIN: ...because I just illustrated myself 
this morning that my memory is quite fallible. And also that 
some other good men's memories are not -~ and I'll [word unintelli- 
gible] myself out of the good men -~ but there's memories of otner 
people have been fallible. And the Gospels of Matthew, Hark, 
Luke, and John tell us that when Pontius Pilate, the Koman governor, 
ordered the crucifixion of Christ, that he wrote out a title and 
had it placed on -~ put on the cross. And people who have an 
opportunity to read something -- or where the thing is reduced 
to writing, I think it's more apt to be accurate than just what 
we hear. And it's rather significant that these -- the writers 
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of these four Gospels disagreed exactly what this title that was 

put on the cross said. The 37th verse of the 27th chapter of 
Matthew says that the title -- the thing -- the -- the writing 

which was put on the cross read as follows: "This is Jesus, the 

King of the Jews." The 26th verse of the 15th chapter of St. 

Mark has a different version. It says: "The" -- "The King of 

the Jews." The 38th verse of the 23rd chapter of St. Luke has 

still a different version of what was on this title; and it says 

the title was “This is the King of the Jews." And then the Gosp- -- 
the 19th verse of the 19th chapter of St. John has a fourth version 
of the same words, or tne same title, rather: "Jesus of Nazareth, 
the King of the Jews." And so I say that if those four good men 
could have different versions of the same words, it's quite understandable 
why you and I and other human beings have sort of fallible memories 
about things sometimes. 


And the other thing I've noticed about the human mind, 
and that is this: that sometimes when something occurs at first 
we have a recollection that certain things were said and our memory 
does not tell us that certain other things were said, but when 
we hear the testimony cf other people or sometimes look at a document, 
that our memories become refreshed and the things that were hidden 
somewhere in an unconscious part of our mind becomes fresh to 
our memories again. 


And so Il just want to say these things because I don't 
attribute too much importance to the fact that human beings don't 
recall all conversations and all -- even all written words exactly 
alike. 

And I'd just like to say this, Mr. Helms. From the 
observation of the work you did as Director of the CIA and from 
the contacts I had with you, I think you did a -- a magnificent 
job in that capacity. 

HELMS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

SENATOR ERVIN: Any other senator have a question? 

SENATOR INGUYE: Mr. Chairman. 

SENATOR ERVIN: Senator... 

SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Choaitrinan. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Yes. Sen- -- T'11 recognize Senator 
Inouye first, then I'll recognize Senator Weicker. 


SENATOR ITWOUYE: Thank you very much, Ir. Cheirman. 
‘ir. Ambassador, in a response to the Chairman's question. you 
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used a word which intrigues me: "“feeler." I presume feelers coming 
from the White House. When did you realize that the White House 
was feeling you out about the possibility of using your agency 

as a cover-up for the Watergate burglars? 


HELMS: When I used, Senator Inouye, the word “feelers” 
I was describing what I understood was the way Mr. Dean put -- 
conducted a conversation with General Walters, which had to do 
with whether there was a possibility that the agency could provide 
covert funds to provide bail for the men who had broken into the 
Watergate, and also whether or not when they were convicted and 
sent to jail the agency would pay their salaries while they were 
in jail. 


Now, according to General Walters' report to me, this 
was not a request of him by Mr. Dean; it was sort of postulating 
what could be done under the circumstances. And this is why I 
pooua maybe a descriptive word [word unintelligible] would be 
"“feeler." 


SENATOR INOUYE: Now, don't you consider that the 
suggestions being made of the possibility constituted a very serious 
departure from the statutorily prescribed functions of your agency? 


HELMS: It would have been if we had in any way become 
involved in this. 


SENATOR INOUYE: That being the case, did you feel 
that you should have advised the two senior members of the House 
and the Senate, the chairmen of the appropriations committee of 
the House and Senate? 


HELMS: Well, Senator Inouye, I didn't. And I don't 
recall having thought that that was an obligation I had at the 
time. I felt that my job was to keep the agency clear of all 
this, and as long as I succeeded in keeping it clear of it that 
was my job and my business, and further that these conversations 
were held in such a fashion that there was -- if I understood 
General Walters' report to me accurately, that to make the assertion 
that we'd been asked to do this would have been denied, that this 
was a possibility that was being discussed. But I don't want 
to lean heavily on that, please; I want to lean heavily on the 
fact that I was trying to keep the agency clean and that I didn't -- 
as long as I kept it clean I felt I was doing my job. 


SENATOR INOUYE: But whatever was being suggested 
in your mind was improper? 


HELMS: The improper thing would have been if we'd 
done it. 


SENATOR INOUYE: Did you advise Hr. Schlesinger, yeur 
successor, of these feelers? 
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HELMS: I don't recall our discussing this, no. As 
a matter of fact, I had -- the conversations I had with Hr. Schlesinger 
when he came into the agency had to do almost entirely with operational 
matters and Tiaison relationships and things of that kind. I 
didn't get into these matters, as I recall it. 


SENATOR INOUYE: Thank you very much, Mr. Ambassador. 
SENATOR ERVIN: Thank you. Senator Weicker. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Helms, I'd like to -- Ambassador 
Helms, I'd like to, if I can, go back to the meeting of the 23rd, 
and I'm now using the transcript of the hearing, specifically 
that portion of the transcript which relates to Mr. Haldeman's 
recollections of that meeting. 


HELMS: You mean you're now quoting from Mr. Haldeman. 


SENATOR WEICKER: That's right. That's right. I 
think this is a good opportunity to try and not so much settle 
the question as to whether or not Watergate was discussed, because, 
to be candid, there was no question that -- that it was insofar 
as Mr Haldeman is concerned... 


HELMNS< ess 


SENATOR WEICKER: ...and -~ but, rather, what was 


said, I think that's -- that's what's important here; I think 
everybody concedes the fact that Watergate was discussed at this 
meeting, regardless, as -- as I say, of the slip of your recollection 


at those hearings. iobcdy disputes that, either in your later 
recollection or in tir. Haldeman's testimony before the committee. 


Haldeman said: "So witnout commenting on either the 

accuracy of Mr. Walters' recollection nor your recitation of it" -- 
and he's talking to Mr. Dash -- because he's given a number of 
different statements ard depesitions in this thing that make it 
rather complex «-- “but the meeting ~~ one of the purposes of the 
meeting as assigned to me by the President on the morning of the 
23rd, one ke told me to have, to have me and Ehrliconman meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters, in addition to ascertaining 
whether there was any CIA involvenent” -- and I put that as point 
number one -- “whether there was any CIA concern about earlier 
activities of people wio had heen arrested at the Watergate” -- 

I put that as point number two -- “and” -~ three -- “was to tell 
the CIA directors that the FBI had expressed concern that -- as 

to whether there was CiA involvement cr any impingement.“ 


How, he elaborates that. He claborates on this in -- 
in the following statenent. “Mr. Helms told me at the meeting 
thai there was -- had no CIA involvement in the Waterqate operation 
and he had so informed Uirector Gray. So 1 tezrned that at that 


2. la 


neeting. I didn't know it prior to the meeting. 
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Now -- and here is what I'd like to -- to question 
you on as to what your recollection is -- we get into what he 
considered to be the main point. Mr. Haldeman: "Because -- and 
there seems to be a very difficult point to get across -- but 


because there were other items of concern. The matter, the question 
raised, was not solely the question of whether the CIA had been 
involved in the Watergate break-in, but also whether the investigation 
of the Watergate break-in, which was to be thorough and total, 

could possibly impinge upon the activities totally unrelated to 
Watergate and related to national Security or to covert CIA operations, 
the activities of some of the individuals who had also been involved 

in the Watergate and had been arrested at the Watergate." 


Let me just read that last -- last portion. "But 
also whether the investigation of the Watergate break-in, which 
was to be thorougn and total, could possibly impinge upon the 
activities totally unrelated to Watergate and related to national 
security or to covert CIA operations.” 


Now, is that the -- is -- is -- is -- I -- is that 
the instruction that you recall? Is that the Subject matter that 
you recall being related from Mr. Haldeman to General Walters? 

Or is it of a different nature? And if so... 


HELMS: Well, I recall that he asked if there was 
any CIA involvement. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Right. 
HELMS: And I answered negatively. 
SENATOR WEICKER: Correct. 


HELMS: I recall, as I said earlier this morning, 
that Mr. Haldeman made some reference to the Bay of Pigs. I have 
referred to it as an incoherent reference, because it was -- frankly, 
in my recollection, I don't know exactly what he -- point he had 
in mind. But I reacted to that question very firmly. Now, "the 
Bay of Pigs" is the rubric for a very unhappy event in the life 
of the CIA; it's been a dead cat that's been thrown at us over 
the years ever since. And therefore it's one to which I am likely 
to react and react rather quickly, for the simple reason that 
the Bay of Pigs was long since over, the problems arising from 
it had been liquidated, I was well aware of this, and I didn't 
care what any investiaqation had to do with the Bay of Pigs: 1t 
could have gotten into anybody involved with it or without it 
ar above it or below it, I didn't care. And 1 was trying to make 
this clear to Mr. Halceman on that occasion. The fact thet some 
of these people that broke into the Watergate had at one tine 
been ~- had relationships with the agency, including Hartinez 
who had had them up until just a few days before, didn't inake 
any difference to me. I mean, there was notning that anybody 
was going to find cut about investigating them that was going 
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to bother us as far as I was aware. 


We then get down to the question of what an FBI investigation 
in Hexico might turn up. And, as | explained earlier, I did not 
have in my head all of our operations in Mexico, but, what was 
more important, I didn't know why -~ where the FBI was investigating 
in Mexico; I didn't know who they were following, I didn't know 
what they were up to. So 1 regarded it as prudent to inform myself 
a bit about these things before I came down flatly and said let 
the FBI go ahead and investigate in Mexico, they'll never run 
across our operations, because this might not have been the case. 


Do I answer your question, sir? 


SENATOR WEICKER: All right. So that's -- that's -- 
what -- what then did Mr. Haldeman, to the best of your recollection, 
tell General Walters? 


HELMS: The thrust of what I understood Mr. Haldeman 
to sey to General Walters was that he wanted him to speak to acting- 
Director Gray to restrain whatever investigation the FBI was conducting 
in Mexico because it might run into certain CIA operations down 
there. And I've just explained to you why it was that I could 
not say on the spur of the moment it couldn't possibly happen. 


SENATOR WELCKER: So. 


HELMS: Mr. -- Senator Neicker, I'd also like to mention 
ere, if you don't mind, something I said a moment earlier, that 
often the White House gets information about things that other 
people in the government are not privy to. The President and 
other peeple in the White House have a great many sources of information. 
And 1 didn't know what they had on their mind about CIA operations 
in Mexice at that point -- or might have had on their mind. 


SEHATOR WEICKER: Now, immediately upon leaving this 
meeting with General Walters, did you have any discussion with 
General Walters... 


HELMS: Yes. 


SENATOR WEICKER: ...relative to the discussion which 
had taken place with itr. Haldeman and fir. Ehriicnman? 


NELNS: AS I testified eariier, I tald General Walters 
that I thought when he say fir. Gray thet he should point out to 
iy. Gray that there's a delimination agreement between the FRI 
aid the CIA wherein it FBI investigations run into CIA that we're 
to -- they're to be reported to the CIA, and if CIA operations 
run into FGI matters ihey're to be reported te the FBI. And I 
thought that this was ali -- the whole distance he'd have to 
go in his conversation with Mr. Gray. lt was a legitimate request 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


65 


that was made, because I didn't know whether Mr. Gray was familiar 
with this; he hadn't been acting-Director for very long. I wasn't 
even Sure General Walters was familiar with it, because he'd only 
been in the agency about six weeks‘or so. So I wanted to be sure 
that these two relatively new people were not talking about what 

I thought were -- were talking about what I felt were important 
and legitimate things. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Would it be proper to say that you 
were comfortable with General Walters going to Pat Gray with what 
you indicated to him outside of the meeting, and that you were 
uneasy if he had gone to General [sic] Gray with what had been 
transmitted by Mr. Haldeman? 


HELMS: I accept that. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Then one last question. When I 
asked you in the first round of questioning as to whether or not 
you thought you were being talked around during that meeting of 
the 23rd, and -- and -- and as you've testified I've gathered 
the pride that you have in the independence of the CIA, the belief 
that you have in the -- in the trust that is imposed upon the 
Director by the Congress, and I gather you -- you -- you certainly 
don't hesitate to express those feelings to this committee and 
I gather you don't hesitate to express them -- or -- or you didn't 
hesitate to express them to anybody else while you were Director 
of the CIA. Now, do you feel that this might have been one of 
the reasons why you were talked around at this meeting of the 
23rd? 


HELMS: Well, certainly that occurred to me. I had 
mixed emotions about this. Any sensible person, I think, would 
have wondered why I was not asked to do this. Various interpre- 
tations, I suppose, could have been thought up. But the fact of the 
way it was handled is in.itself an unusual event. And General 
Walters, I think (he could speak for himself about this), thougit 
that maybe they were asking him to do it because he was an Army 
officer and used to taking orders. Well, I've been in the govern- 
ment a long time taking orders, too. So that I think one was 
forced to the conclusion that for some reason they thought he 
might carry out the instructions more precisely and more fully 
than I might have. I just don't know. I've never been told. 


SENATOR MieTCKER: Thank you very much. 


SENATOR BAKER: Mr. Chairman, I won't take Jong. 
I have three ouestions; and they won't consume very much time. 


As I understood your testimony, Mr. Ambassador, Hunt 


was supplied with certain equipment -- 1 don't recall what you 
said he was supplied with -- but that it was not used in the Elishberg 
vurglary. 
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HELMS: Well, Senator Baker, this is the -- the point 
I was trying to make, that you read out to me a moment ago the 
equipment he was given, and I submit to you, as a highly intelligent 
human being, could you break into a building without equipment? 


SENATOR BAKER: I don't know. But what I'm reaching 
for is, if it wasn't used for that, what was it used for? 


HELMS: I don't know to this day. 


SENATOR BAKER: Can you give us any idea whether -- 
were there other operations that required this -- this rather 
elaborate and exotic spy set? 


HELMS: You know, the spy set was -- if you put it 
together, I think it's consistent with what the chairman was saying, 
that this would be the kind of thing you would want if you were 
going to conduct an individual -~ an interview with an individual 
whom you didn't want to recognize you for who you were, in other 
words, under an assumed name for whatever purpose. 


SENATOR BAKER: Do you have any idea what that might 
be? 


HELMS: No. 


SENATOR BAKER: We've heard testimony, I believe, 
from other witnesses that it's the practice of the CIA in the 
event that one of tneir agents gets into trouble that the agency 
takes care of their fanily and that sort of thing. Is that in 
fact the policy of the CIA? 


HELMS: Well, for example, it is new public knowledge 
that Mr. Downey and Niss Defecto [?] were working for the CIA 
when they were captured, arrested, convicted, and put in jail 
in China. And during the period that they were in jail their 
salarics were paid just as though they'd been on our roll, so 
that when they came out they had a quite tidy piece of money to 
take care of them for whatever period of time they wanted to use 
it for; and we supported the families of one of them during tnat 
period. 


SENATOR BAKER: Is the ansivver yes? 
HELMS: Yes. 


SENATOR BAER: Co IT understand the theest of your 
testimony to be that tie thinas I listed earlicr about the wigs 
and about the camera and about the voice-altering devic. about 
the psychological profile possibly, and a number of other .*.nqs, 
were all done by the Cid but that you fearned of all or most ut 
them much, much Tater? 


HELMS: Wo, I was involved in the psychological profile. 
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I don't want to duck that one. 
SENATOR BAKER: All right. 
HELMS: I authorized its being made. 


SENATOR BAKER: Okay. What about the others? But 
do I understand that you learned of these things much later? 


HELMS: Somewhat later. Because, you see -- if you 
find my answer equivocal, let me explain it. My recollection 
was that I heard about the tape recorder and the camera within 
the time frame of July-August, 1971. It's the wig and the other 
things that I did not remember having been told about at that 
time, which I learned about considerably later. 


SENATOR BAKER: And to this day you don't know what 
those things were used for? 


HELMS: No, sir. You know, Senator Baker, I want 
to explain something to the committee. I've been away in these 
recent months, so I've not had access to the newspapers here of 
the full testimony before this committee. This may have been 
explained many times in Congress, and I may have missed it. So 
that I'm not -- I just don't know. 


SENATOR BAKER: Why didn't you, when you found out 
about these things, launch an inquiry into it? 


HELMS: Well, quite frankly, as of the time that this 
was all going on, do you realize that at the time of the Watergéte 
burglary there was no evidence that has ever come to my attentican 
that this equipment had been used for any illegal or improper 
act? 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes, but you knew it was outstandine. 
At the moment you found out this stuff had been issued or this 
Support supplied by CIA did you do anything to investigate what 
it was used for? 

HELMS: No, sir. 

SENATOR BAKER: Why didn't you? 

HELMS: ‘Frankly, ttedidn’£ occur tome, 


SENATOR BAKER: You knew a day after this happened 
that two or three -- four of your former FBI -- CIA agents, and 
one of ‘em still on the payroll, was involved. Did you Taunch 
yourself an investigation to see what was going on? 


HELMS: About the Watergate burglars, sir? 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes. 
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HELMS: Certainly. 
SENATOR BAKER: What'd you do? 


HELMS: Well, we checked on all these people, their 
relationships with our people, their relationships to the agency; 
we went through all of that and turned all that material over 
to the FBI. 


SENATOR BAKER: Did you go talk to these people? 


Did you pick up the phone and say, “What in the world's going 
en?" 


HELMS: No, sir. We never talked to any of ‘em, as 
far as I'm aware. After all, they were in jail at that time. 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, that's right; they were. I -- 
I won't pursue this, Mr. Chairman. It -- it strikes me, though, 
that there were -- there was -- there were great indications -- 
and neybe hindsight is the only way we can look at this -- that 
there were -- there were great indications of a deep cross-identifi- 
cation with at least CIA personnel, CIA materiel, a past history 
of relationships with CIA, that you didn't know about it except 
for the psychological protiie. And I can't help saying but the 
similarity between that contention -- and I do not doubt it -- 
by you as Director of CIA is remarkably similar to the contention 
of the President that he didn't know all about all these other 
things. 


HELMS: Well, now let's halt a minute. When we looked 
into thase various relationships of these individuals with the 
agency, we turned over to the FBI everything that we were able 
to eStablish about this. Wow, therefore I assume that what you're 
saying 18 that somehow I should have gotten to these fellows who 
were in jail and asked them -- each one of them what he'd been 
up to. Well, it didn't seem to me that that was my function, 
sir. Taey were in the hands of the law enforcement authorities. 
The FGI was conducting an investigation; they were the proper 
authority to do this. And, quite frankly, 1 -- if, I think, I 
had intruded into this matter at that time, it would have been 
an improper act on my pare. 


SENATOR BAKER: That's almost precisely what Mr. Ehrlich- 
man and Mr. Haldeman have told me. 


HELMS: That may be, sir. 


SENATOR BAKER: But you had people in the CIA that 

you later learned had supplied these widas and voice-altering devices 
and cameras and prucessing equipment and aliases and forged documents. 
Vid you go to the peopice inside tie CiA and find out frow cone 
they did it and for what purpose? You scy it was pot Tor ‘tne 
Elisberg thing. J am consumed by curiosity. Vhat else was going 
on? What was it used for? 
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HELMS: Senator Baker, all of this is in your records. 
All _ of these memoranda, all of the inquiry of these various indivi- 
duals in the CIA, you have it there. The fact is thativc. 


SENATOR BAKER: Stacks of paper. No part of that 
record tells me what those things were used for, if we exclude 
the Ellsberg situation. 


HELMS: I don't know what they were used for. 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, what I'm say is, why don't you 
Know? Why didn't you find out? 


HELMS: Because I thought, frankly, that when these 
individuals had been arrested that that was the FBI's job. 


SENATOR BAKER: And so did the White House. Thank 
you. 


HELMS: Wasn't it the FBI's job? 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, maybe it was. But I've used 
the analogy once or twice, and I feel a little ill at ease using 
it, if I had someone on my staff who was caught red-handed robbing 
a jewelry story, let alone the Democratic National Committee headquarters, 
and I read about it in the newspaper then or later, I have a hunch 
that I would have jumped up and down and screamed until I found 
out what happened. 


HELMS: I have no reason to question that you might've, 
sir. 


SENATOR BAKER: But I have no reason to question thet 
you might've, too. And that's why I'm asking why you didn't, 
because I have a great admiration for you, Mr. Helms. I think 
you are an extraordinary citizen. I think you've done extraordinary 
service for your country. 


HELMS: You know, I'd like to be worthy of your comments, 
Senator Baker; and I trust that I am. But at the time that these 
men were arrested, it did not seem to me that it was the proper 
thing for me to get into that affair as to why they had been arrested 
or their past. 


SENATOR BAKER: It just didn't seem like a big event 
at the time? 


HELMS: No, it was a -- it was a big event, but it 


did not seem to me that it was a proper job for me to undertake 
to investigate how they'd gotten there or why they'd been arrested. 


SENATOR BAKER: All right. Lest I be misunderstood, 
Mr. Helms, I -- Mr. Ambassador, I now continue to have -- and 
nothing I've asked you by way of testing the situation by your 
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evidence should imply anything to the contrary -- I continue to 
have an enormous respect and admiration for you for what you've 
done and what you will do. And I appreciate your testimony. 
Thank you. 


HELMS: Thank you. 

SENATOR ERVIN: One -- one question. Couldn't you 
have -- couldn't you have reached -- or did you draw the conclusion 
that if you had undertaken to investigate the burglarizing of 
the Watergate that that would have been inconsistent with the 
nrohibition of the act under which you operate that you haven't -- 

the CIA has no function in respect to internal security? 

HELMS: Yes, sir. 

SENATOR BAKER: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'm not talking 
about that. I'm -- I'm talking about investigating his own staff 
within his own organization. And that certainly doesn't violate 
any domestic security prohibition. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Wo. But -- but didn't you testify 
that you did investigate inside of the Class. 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR ERVIW: ...and turned over the information 
to the FBI? 


HELMS: And -- yes, sir, and also you have it in the 
records of this committee. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Any further questions? 

SENATOR WEICKER: [Words unintelligible] because an 
analogy has been drawn and 1 think it js proper to pursue it. 
On June 17, 1972, was ir. Hunt a member of the CIA, a part of 
the CIA? 

HELMS: Wo, he was not, Senator. 

SENATOR WLICKER: Was ir. Liddy a part of the CIA? 

HELMS: Noe, Senator Weicker. 

SENATOR WEICKER: Was Mr. Barker a part of the CIA? 

HELMS: Hoe, Senator. 

SENATOR WeICKER: Was Hr. NeCord @ part of the CIA? 

HELMS: io, sir. 


SEHATUK WEICKER: Was Mr. -- now -- Martinez a part 
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of the CIA? 

HELMS: Mr. Martinez was getting a retainer of $100 
a month on a fiduciary relationship; he was not a staff employee 
of the CIA. . 

SENATOR WEICKER: Which -- which operation was down 
in Florida insofar as screening those persons coming over from 
Cuba and ascertaining as to whether or not they should be -- would 
be -- have an intelligence value? 

HELMS: Yes, sir. 


SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Sturgis -- was he a member of 


the CIA? 

HELMS: No, sir, not at that time. 

SENATOR WEICKER: And Mr. Gonzalez, was he a member 
of the CIA? 

HELMS: No, sir. 

SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Baldwin -- was he a member of 
the CIA? 

HELMS: No, sir. 

SENATOR WEICKER: Mr. Barker -- was he a member of 
the CIA? 


HELMS: No, sir. 

SENATOR WEICKER: So apparently the only member of 
the CIA in all of these matters on June 17, 1972, was Hr. Martinez, 
who wag on a $100 retainer down in Florida relevant to the scresning 
of Cuban exiles? 

HELMS: That's correct, Senator Weicker. 


SENATOR WEICKER: And did you -- did you turn over 
the records of these men to the FBI? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 
SENATOR WEICKER: When? 


HELMS: As soon as -- well, I don't know the precise 
date... 


SENATOR WEICKER: Right. 


HELMS: ...but the FBI started inquiring of the agency 
about the backgrounds of these men as soon as these men had been 
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arrested and we started providing the information from that day. 
SENATOR WEICKER: I have no further questions. 


THOMPSON: I can't -- if -- if -- if I understand 
the analogy, and I'm not sure that I do, but perhaps your idea 
is in that because these were former CIA employees and not present 
CIA employees, that that some way would relieve you of the responsibility 
you might otherwise have. Is that a fair... 


HELMS: Yes, I think so. I think, Mr. Thompson, that 
I should make it clear, because I was asked at another hearing 
one time, when an individual resigns or retires from the CIA that's 
the end of his identification with the agency as far as we're 
concerned. Certainly under American laws one has no way of keeping 
a string on people like this. 


THOMPSON: Uh-huh. 


HELMS: So when they walk out the door and they turn 
in their badge, then their employment with the agency is finished -- 
unless some sort of a contractual or fiduciary relationship is 
established with them. This was not the case with these others 
except for liartinez. 


THOMPSON: Well, I -~- I can see that. And as Jong 
as we're talking about analogies, I'm not reaching any conclusion 
but just really thinking aloud, by the same token there were no 
present White House employees involved in the break-in, either. 
They were also former employees. So if we have an analogy, I 
imagine that analogy still holds up. 


Thank you. 
SENATOR ERVIN: We -- we'll be back at two o'clock. 


We'll recess till two O-CTOCK. [Senator Ervin's next remarks 
are lost in the general hubbub. Then he raps the gavel.] 


k * * 


' SENATOR ERVIN: The committee will come to order. 
iWords unintelligible due to technical difficulty] ...will resume 
the interrogation of the witness. 


DORSEN: Thank you, hr. Chairman. Ambassador Helms, 
who was the normal contact from the White House to the CIA? 


HELMS: Dr. Kissinger. 


GORSEA: Was there much contact between Mr. Ehrlichman 
oy Mr. Haldeman and tine CIA? 
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HELMS: There was some -- of course, not nearly as 
much. There was more with Mr. Ehrlichman than there was with 
Mr. Haldeman. 


DORSEN: Can you give Some -- give us some idea of 
the number of contacts between Mr. Ehrlichman and the CIA during 
the time you were Director? 


HELMS: That would be difficult, Mr. Counsel, because 
I don't know any way to come up with the statistic. I suppose 
that I've had a dozen or so contacts with him myself over a period 
of three or four years. 


DORSEN: And were many of these requests for information 
or requests that the CIA do something? 


HELMS: Well, there were a variety of things. There 
were meetings that I attended that Mr. Ehrlichman called. 1 recall] 
one particular activity. When the White House was redoing the 
method of classification of documents and devising some new procedures 
for declassifying documents, there were some meetings in order 
to rewrite these regulations, and I remember attending at least 
one -- it may have been two. 


DORSEN: Now, in connection with the request in July 
of 1971 for the CIA to furnish support for Mr. Hunt, it is your 
understanding, is it not, that Mr. Ehrlichman contacted General 
Cushman? Is that correct? 


HELMS: That was my distinct impression. 
DORSEN: And in June of 1972, when you were at the 
meeting in Mr. Ehrlichman's office, am I correct that it was Mr. -- 


it was General Walters who was asked to go to Patrick Gray by 
Mr. Ehrlichman? 


HELMS: He was asked by Mr. Haldeman. 

DORSEN: Excuse me. By Mr. Haldeman. 

HELMS: Yes. 

DORSEN: Did you make any connection, then or subsSecuently, 
concerning the fact that the two deputies who were asked to partici- 
pate in the fashion described were both military men? 

HELMS: Well, I didn't whether it had to do with the 
fact they were military men or they were particular appointces 
of this administration or just exactly whether they were old friends 
and therefore it seened to be easier to deal with them. I realiy 
don't know which of these considerations loomed the largest. 

DORSEN: Now, were you aware prior to the Hay 22, 
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1972, announcement by the President of the organization known 
as "the plumbers" or the fact there was such an organization in 
the White House? 


HELMS: You mean the May 22, 1973? 
DORSEN: Excuse me. ‘73. 
HELMS: I'd never heard of a "plumbers" unit. 


DORSEN: Were you familiar with an investigative unit 
in the White House? 


HELMS: I didn't know there was any unit at the White 
House that was actively carrying out, if you like, burglaries 
or activist activities of this kind. 


DORSEN: Now, with respect to the material supplied 
to Howard Hunt, you referred to the wig as a fairly famous item. 
Was the wig that was supplied to Mr. Hunt by the CIA the same 
wig allegediy worn by Hunt, the red wig, when he saw Dita Beard? 

HELMS: I have been told in recent times that the 
wig provided by the agency was a brunette wig, it was dark hair 
anyway, and that some of the agency technicians rather resented 
the fact that the red wig had been tied in with the CIA because 
it was such a lousy fit. 

[laughter] 

DORSEN: Hr. Helms -- Ambassador Helms, are you familiar 
with the memorandum for which there was a covering routing slip 
from General Cushman to you with the date August 23, 1971, on 
it? 

HELMS: Yes. 

DORSEN: Can we show the... 


HELMS: Excuse me. 1 indeed -- this is indeed the 
memorandum that you showed me. 


DORSEN: That's correct. 

Did we show this? 

And I'd just like to have you identify it, please. 
HELNS: Yes, I am familiar with the memorandum. 


DORSENS Could == excuse me. ‘Could you: -- I'd Tike 
the ambassador to hole this for anotner minute. 


And is that memorandum, the memorandum in chief, if 
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I -- if I may use that expression, deal with the request of Mr. 
Hunt for the secretary to which you referred earlier? 


HELMS: Yes. 


DORSEN: And there's a portion of the routing slip -- 
is that a portion of that in your handwriting? 


HELMS: Yes, there is. 


DORSEN: And could you read the routing slip to us, 
please, including the portion which I understand is in General 
Cushman's handwriting and the portion that is in your handwriting? 


HELMS: The part that is in General Cushman's handwriting 
appears first. It says: “FYI and guidance on how to handle." 
And then General Cushman's initial appears. My note back to hii 
says: "If Hunt renews the request, please Tet me know and I'11 
speak to Ehrlichman about it" -- or, rather, “I'll speak to Ehrlichman 
at once." These Xeroxes are not famously good. 


DORSEN: Mr. Chairman, with the committee's permission, 
I would like to have that received in evidence. 


SENATOR ERVIN: Without objection, it will be marked 
appropriately as an exhibit received in evidence as such. 


DORSEN: Ambassador Helms, this morning you were Shown -- 


or it was read to you -- the memorandum dated August 31, 1971. 
And I'd like to show you a copy of that at this point. And to 
refresh your recollection, this is the one that deals -- well, 


which states: "I called John Ehrlichman Friday and explained why 

we could not meet these requests. I indicated Hunt was becoming 

a pain in the neck. John said he would restrain Hunt." It's 
signed by General Cushman. And you wrote "Good." Is that correct? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


DORSEN: I direct your attention to the last typewritten 
page of that memorandum and 1 read to you number three: “I tole 
Mr." -- and the name is blanked out at request of the CIA -- “that 
Mr. Hunt's latest request drew us even further into the sensitive 
area of domestic operations against Americans and that all such 
requests should be referred to General Cushman's office. Weanvaile 
these requests should not be met." And there's a signature, the 
initials are ZZCI, which represents a position in the CIA. Whet 
does that paragraph mean? 


HELMS: I don't know what this gentleman had reference 


to. It is signed by the executive assistant to the Deputy Director. 
And what he was referring to there I have no idea. 1 heard of 
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no specific Americans being involved at that time. 


DORSEN: ‘Do you have any knowledge of domestic operations 
against Americans? , 


HELMS: No, sir. I don't know what he had in mind. 


DORSEN: In your conversations with -- excuse me. 
Mr. Chairman, this I believe has been received in evidence and 
copies were supplied this morning to both... 


SENATOR ERVIN: [Remark unintelligible]. 


DORSEN: And each senator had a -- received a copy 
this morning. 


Do you know what General Cushman was told concerning 
Mr. Hunt's operations? 


HELMS: I don't specifically, Mr. Counsel. All I 
recall is what I said this morning, that when Hunt came to him 
and asked for this assistance he said it was for a one-time interview. 


DORSEN: And do you know whether the camera that was 
given to Mr. Hunt was returned to the CIA prior to September 3, 
1971, which has been given as the date of the burglary? 


HELMS: I don't know. J have heard it said that the 
camera was not returned, but that's really hearsay; I'm not sure 
that that was accurate information. But it was somehow my impression 
that he did not return this equipment. 


DORSEN: Well, according to the records of the CIA, 
I believe, the camera was returned but the recorder was not. 


HELMS: Was it? But you have this in the records, 
don't you? 


DORSEN: That is correct. 


HELMS: And I think it should be in the records of 
the committee, because I don't think this should -- should depend 
on my wetmory. It's a relevant fact, and I would like to identify 
myself with what the record shows. 


DORSEN: Very good, Mr. Ambassador. Now, earlier 
you were asked by Senator Talmadge whether you ware asked by the 
White House concerning ilr. Hunt in terms of supplying a veference, 
and you indicated that you were net so consulted. What reference 
would you have given if asked? 
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HELMS: Well, that's a terribly difficult question 
to ask me in July -- or August of 1973 after all the evidence 
that's been brought forward. I think that what would have been 
in my mind at the time was to wonder why they wanted him and what 
his talents were that they wanted to avail themselves of. And 
I think my answer would have been largely dependent on what they 
told me. 


DORSEN: Am I correct that in the last years of Mr. 
Hunt's service with the CIA he was given a somewhat different 
assignment than he had before? 


HELMS: Yes, I believe that in his recent years there 
he was stationed in Washington, for one thing, and -- but precisely 
what his duties were at the time I don't know, but they were not 
particularly operational. But, as I explained this morning, he 
was having some family difficulties and so forth and he was trying 
to work these out as well as do his job and so on, so that I can 
only assume that we were taking these human factors into considera- 
tion and had assigned him at a place where he could accommodate 
himself. 


DORSEN: Did a question arise at a later time as to 
whether in fact Mr. Ehrlichman had communicated to the CIA with 
respect to Mr. Hunt? 


HELMS: Yes, and not terribly long ago. It seems 
to me that it was at the end of last year that -- and I would 
like to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe that there is in your 
record a paper which will give the precise dates and details about 
these things -- but my recollection is that sometime in November, 
I guess it was, November or December of 1972, Mr. William Colby 
and Mr. John Warner of the agency visited Mr. Henry Petersen at 
the Justice Department, and I believe Mr. Petersen had Mr. Ear] 
Silbert with him and perhaps two or three other people, I'm not 
sure who all the individuals were, and during this meeting they 
were going over some material having to do with Howard Hunt and 


the question came up about who had got ~- who had arranged for 
Howard Hunt to get assistance from the agency. And ltr. Colby 
identified the -- the individual in the White House as Mr. Ehrlichman. 


As best I recall it, some days go by and one day I 
got a call from iir. Dean, who said that he had understood that 
it had been stated to Mr. Petersen that ir. Ehrlichman was the 
man who had sponsored lir. Hunt and that tr. Ehrlichman didn't 
remember this and couid there be some confusion. ily recollection 
of the conversation was that | said I -- General Cushman was the 
one who had dealt with this matter and that I thought they coulc 
get the information from him. Hr. Dean then said he thougnt there 
ought to be a meeting to discuss this. And I said, “Fine. But 
be sure that you have General Cushman at tie meeting." 


Then, subsequent to that telephone call, a eeting 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


Approved For Release 2001/08/01 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500170002-6 


73 


was called, in Mr. Ehrlichman's office, about this matter. I 

went to this meeting with Mr. Colby, since Mr. Colby had had the 
conversation with Mr. Petersen. And we found at Mr. Ehrlichman's 
office Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Dean, and there was the two of us, 
but General Cushman was not there. Mr. Colby was asked to explain 
what he had to say, and he did so. Mr. Ehrlichman, as I recall 

it, said that he didn't remember these conversations or this conver- 
sation with General Cushman. The meeting then ended up in a rather 
unsatisfactory manner, because the only person that could have 

been helpful in this was General Cushman. And at the very end, 

Mr. Ehrtichman said, “Well, why don't you have General Cushman 

call ma?" He asked Mr. Colby to do this. And I verified that 

Mr. Colby was to call General Cushman and let him know. 


Now, also -- if memory serves -~- when I got that first 
telephone call from Mr. Dean, I believe I instructed Mr. Colby 
to tell General Cushman that this meeting might be coming up, 
so that he would be prepared for it. 


DORSEN: Was there any reason given why Mr. -- why 
General Cushman was not at the meeting? 


HELMS: There was no reason given that I recall. 


NORSEN: And General Cushman would be the person most 
familiar with the question on hand, namely, who called? 


HELMS: He was really the only one that could verify 
eer 


DORSEN: Now, during the recess we did Took at one -- 
nore records and discovered that the first transinission from the 
CIA to the FBI occurred on June 20, 1973. Would that be consistent 
with your recollection? 


HELMS: 1972, sir, tf it was... 
DORSEN: ‘72. I'm sorry. 


HELMS: The break-in was in ‘72. This would have 
been. 


DORSEN: Excuse me. 


HELMS: It does. And it corresponds to my recollection, 
as mentioned in this morning's testimony when f said that as soon 
as the FBI started asking us questicns about these people we began 
replying. So that would track very weil. 

DORSEN: With respect to General Walters memoranda, 
on the subject of how they represent your recollection as well 
as General Walters’ recollection, could you please state to us 
again whet contact you had in terns of readince them or speaking 
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to General Walters before he wrote them? 


HELMS: Well, when General Walters and I decided that 
there should be memoranda for the record of these various meetings 
and conversations, if I recall it, he wrote several on the same 
day. In other words, he was catching up. He wrote the meeting 
of the 23rd. And I think he wrote his meeting with -- of Dean 
with the -- on the 26th and on the 27th. And there may be another 
memorandum. It certainly is all_in your record there. But, in 
any event, he was writing them all to catch up. And then I began -- 
believe after that he began to write memoranda for the record 
as soon as he'd had a meeting, so this wasn't necessary any longer. 


I don't recall how carefully I read these various 
memoranda, because he'd reported to me the contents of these meeting 
orally each time and I didn't feel at that juncture, as I recall 
it, constrained to read through every line to be sure that this 
was exactly what he told me; in other words, I was not distrustful 
of his record. 


DORSEN: But you did peruse them to the extent of 
making sure that they were generally accurate. Is that correct? 


HELMS: 1 think so, yes. 


DORSEN: And before General Walters wrote each memorandum 
he had already articulated to you almost immediately after the 
meeting the circumstances of what occurred at each meeting. Is 
that correct? 


HELMS: Yes, sir. 


DORSEN: Now, there was some question this norning 
as to whether or not the President's name was invoked during the 
June 23, 1972, meeting. And I believe it's your best recollection 
that it was not. Is that correct? 


HELMS: Yes, that's correct. General Walters, as 
I recall the language of the femorandum, said something about 
“it is the President's wish." I did not recall that language 
having been used. 


DORSEN: When for the first time did you take note 
of your difference with the General Walters memorandum? 


HELMS: I believe we discussed that even at the time 
as to just exactly how this had been put. 


DORSEN: So that was one instance in -- where you 
saw fit to... 


HELHS: I'm afraid there is a disagreement even now 
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between us as to just how this was worded. 


DORSEN: - But in -- in other words, you did discuss 
possible disagreements in the subject matter of the memoranda 
even at that point in time? 


HELMS: I think he felt at the time that Since this 
was just a memorandum to jog his memory and so forth that there 
WaS no reason to put down that we had a difference or to re-edit 
the language or redictate the memorandum. 


It's very interesting, Mr. Counsel, that a lot of 
memoranda if one had known then what one knows now would have 
been compiled more carefully, the Tanguage would have been more 
judicious, there would have been a lot of things happen that shouldn't 
happen. 


DORSEN: Well, we'll thank you for the memoranda that 
we do have, Mr. Ambassador. 


Now, one question that I think is -- is quite important. 
I believe you testified that you were asked whether there was -- 
during the same June 23rd meeting as to whether there was any 
involvement by the CI4 in the Watergate. Is that correct? Were 
you so asked at... . 


HELMS: Yes. I believe I was, Mr. Counsel. 
DORSEN: And you replied, "No." 
HELMS: Yas. 


DORSEN: How, before Mr. Haldeman turned to General 
Walters and told him to go and Speak to Patrick Gray, was any 
question directed at you or General Walters as to whether further 
investigation by the CIA [sic] might uncover assets or operations 
oF the CIA... 


HELMS: You mean further investigation of the FBI. 


DORSEN: ixcuse me. FBI. Night uncover assets or 
operations of the CIA in Mexico? 


HELMS: 2 don’t recall that this point was ever nut 
to either of us in the form of a question. It was my recollection -- 
or jt is my recollection that General Walters was askec to go 
and speak to Nr. Gray about this because there was the possibility 
that it might run inte CIA operations. I was not asked whether 
it would or it wouldn't. 

DORSEN: bid you comment one way or the other at that 
meeting as to whether you -- whether you thought it might uncover 
such operations? jas there any discussion of that subject? 
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HELMS: I'm sorry, Mr. Counsel, I don't recall any. 


DORSEN: .At any time did the CIA announce that it 
was conducting an investigation into the Watergate? 


HELMS: Announce that it was conducting... 
DORSEN: Yes. 

HELMS: No. You mean a public announcement? 
DORSEN: Yes. 

HELMS: No. 


DORSEN: Was there any decision made within the CIA 
that there would be an investigation of the Watergate? Or is 
the opposite true? I'm talking about any CIA discussions as to 
whether there would be an independent investigation by the CIA. 


HELMS: I'm not trying to be picky. We're -- we're 
talking about Watergate, now we're talking about the burglary, 
right? 


DORSEN: I'm talking about the burglary, yes. 


HELMS: There was no public announcement. We simply 
did as I indicated this morning; and that is check with the various 
people that had had to do with the burglary, check on their records, 
check with others that had had dealings with them, to be sure 
what their status was, and all the rest of it. 


DORSEN: And am I correct that there were a number 
of -- quite numerous amount of communications between the CIA 
and the FBI and the Justice Department? 


HELMS: Many. 

DORSEN: And to your knowledge was any relevant inforima- 
tion withheld from the CIA -- by the CIA to the FBI or the Justice 
Department, information that you were aware of while the events 
were taking place in June, July, or August of 1972? 


HELMS: Sir, I don't believe so. Does the record 
that there was anything of this kind going on? 


DORSEN: No, I'm not suggesting that at all, Mr. Ambas- 
sador. I'm just asking to your knowledge. I -- I have no knowiedae 
to the contrary. 


HELMS: Well, I -- I don't eitner. So -~- but J] just 
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wanted to be sure that my recollection tracked with the facts. 


DORSEN: , Senator Baker -- Mr. Vice Chairman, I have 
no further questions. 


SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, Mr. Counsel. Mr. Thompson. 


THOMPSON: Mr. Ambassador, did General Walters indicate 
to -- indicate to you between the time of June the 23rd and June 
the 28th that he was in any way concerned about the propriety 
of the request or order that Mr. Haldeman had given him? 


HELMS: I don't know whether we -- he ever mentioned 
the propriety of it. I think that -- in fact, I am sure that 
we discussed why the request was being made. We'd been asked 
to do it: what was behind it? We didn't have the information 
to put together at that time. And I'm sure as associates would 
we were, you know, expressing wonderment to each other as to what 
was -~- what this was all about. 


THOMPSON: Do you know why, for example, he waited 
until June the 28th -- 28th to prepare this memorandum which we've 
been referring to, where he sets all these things out? 


HELMS: Well, Mr. Thompson... 


THOMPSON: Why wait -- why he waited five days in 
order to do that? 


HELMS: Well, Mr. Thompson, I don't know. And -- but 
he will certainly be able to testify to that. But as I... 


THOMPSON: You didn't discuss this? 


HELHS: But, as I indicated this morning, I don't 
renember anymore which one of us was the one that decided, or 
whether we just agreed in the conversetion together. After the 
request from vean to the agency to provide bail or salaries for 
the breakers-in, or in-breakers or whatever they are, that at 
that time it seemed desirable to put sone of this on the record 
because this was getting a bit far afield and into a rather strange 
arca, we thought, and tnat these various meetings, then, ought 
to be caught up. And ! think that's the reason that on the same 
day he did the several et the same time. 


THOMPSON: And between the time of your conversation 
an the ecard and the time he prepared this memorandum, Lean had 
contacted him three tines, had he not? On the 26th, 27th, 28th. 


HELMS: Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, anyway. 
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THOMPSON: I believe that's right. 
HELMS: Yes. 


THOMPSON: So would you -- would you say by that time, 
then, that he had become -- he had become concerned about the 
matter and was covering his tracks, so to speak? 


HELMS: Well, you see, Mr. Thompson, I'd -- I wish 
you'd help me with a point here. It is my recollection, contrary 
to what those memoranda show, that it was on Tuesday, the second 
meeting with Mr. Dean, that Mr. Dean made -- mentioned bail and 
salaries, whereas General Walters’ memorandum indicates that that 
comes on the Monday, and because iy recollection is that it came 
on the Tuesday, that it was after that that I -- we agreed that 
he should write these memoranda, and therefore he wrote the first 
of them on the very next day. I don't know whether his memory 
now that he's thought it over... 


THOMPSON: You believe there is -- you believe there 
may be some difference between... 


HELMS: Yes. 


THOMPSON: ...the memorandum and the interview. § My 
understanding was, frankly, that on the 26th that Dean had askec 
him if there was any way that the FB -- the CIA could possibly 
be involved and whether or not the CIA could -- could have been 
involved without Walters' knowledge; and then the following day. 
on the 27th, mentioning the witnesses involved and as to whether 
or not salary could be paid them and bail money could be raised 
and on the 28th just this more general discussion as ta whether 
or not Mr. -- General Walters had any -- any jdea that -- as to 
how the matter could be alleviated. 


HELMS: His inemory may straighten that out now. 1 
don't know. But the reason that 1 cling to my recollection in 
this particular case is that the question of bail and salaries 
hit me rather hard; that made an impression on me. And it was 
that which I believe motivated us to say, "You better start getiing 
this in the record." And I think that happened on the Tuesday, 
which I believe was the 27th, and therefore he would have been 
writing these memorandum thereafter. 


THOMPSON: Now, I know it's difficult to conclude 
what another man was thinking, but I assume you were talking to 
him fiom time to time. Night we conclude then that it was not 


so much the 23rd meeting in and of itself, but the subsequent 
contact with Dean thet inspired him to put the matter in writing? 


HELMS: Yes, I think that's right. It's a combination 
of this. 


THOMPSON: Thank you, sir. I have no further questions. 
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SENATOR BAKER: Are there other questions of the witness? 
If there are no other questions, Mr. Helms, on behalf of the committee, 
may I thank you for your appearance, and, to reiterate, we have 
Some appreciation of the inconvenience that it may have caused 
you. We are grateful for your testifmony, and wish you good luck. 


HELMS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank the committee 
for its consideration. 


SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, sir. 
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